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The extent of the foolhardiness 
of these plans is the subject of a re-
cently released report from Medact 
– the UK affiliate of International 
Physicians for the Prevention of 
Nuclear War (IPPNW).

The group was the winner of 
the 1985 Nobel Peace Prize and 
has affiliated organisations in sev-
eral countries including Australia 
where Medact unites health pro-
fessionals for education, research 
and advocacy around the issues 
of violent conflict, environmental 
degradation and poverty.

Entitled Collateral Damage 
– the Health and Environmental 
Costs of War on Iraq, Medact 
builds on what is known about 
the Gulf War of 1990-1991 and 
its aftermath. It adds to this the 
effects of new military technolo-
gies and the greater ambitions of 
the latest war plans that include 
“regime change” and the occupa-
tion of Iraq.

There is a wealth of informa-
tion in the report that simply is 
not up for debate. This deals with 
the toll taken on Iraq by the war of 
1990-1991 and its ongoing conse-
quences.

Prior to the war, Iraq had gone 
from being an impoverished rural 
country to “a reasonably prosper-
ous, urbanised, middle-income 
range one with a modern social 

infrastructure and good public 
services”.

Infant mortality in Iraq, an im-
portant socio-economic indicator, 
stood at 65 per 1000, which was 
better than the developing country 
average of 76. The figure is now 
back up to 103 – on a par with Haiti, 
Senegal, Yemen and Uganda.

By 2000 Iraq occupied a lowly 
126th position out of 174 in the 
UN Human Development Index 
that measures the overall level of 
development of societies.

While there were less than 
400 deaths among US-led coali-
tion forces, the estimates of the 
Iraqi casualties are horrendous. 
There were between 100,000 and 
120,000 deaths in the military.

Between 3500 and 15,000 Iraqi 
civilians lost their lives during the 
war and a further 4000-6000 in the 
months February to April 1991.

The civil wars during and af-
ter the main conflict took another 
20,000-35,000 and losses among 
the refugees from all this turmoil 
are put at between 15,000 and 
30,000.

Twelve years of sanctions on 
the country are responsible for the 
deaths of between 344,000 and 
525,000 children under five years 
of age.

Medact has also summarised 
the less easily quantifiable out-
comes – the psychological effects 
on the people and the environmen-
tal impact on the region.

You would think that there is 
more than enough information in 
the report to cause even the hard-
est heart to cry out “never again!” 
However, it appears that the US is 
prepared to inflict even greater hor-
rors in order to advance its agenda.

The report draws on a long list 
of sources and numerous advisors 
in presenting its scenarios for a fu-
ture war on Iraq. Medact forecasts 
casualties on all sides of between 
48,000 and 261,000.

If the “Saddam’s last stand” 
scenario plays out and his use of 
chemical and biological weapons 
(CBW’s) against Israel and Ku-
wait is repaid with a nuclear attack 
on Baghdad, a toll of anywhere 
between 375,000 and 3,900,000 is 
anticipated. Other indirect, longer-
term health effects of the war could 
claim another 200,000 lives.

The cost of the conflict to all 
sides, including relief to Iraq, its 
occupation and reconstruction 
could cost more than US$150 
– $200 billion. The US itself is 
prepared to spend at least US$50 
billion on the war and an addi-
tional US$5-$20 billion annually 
to occupy the country.

A sad footnote to all this is that 
US$100 billion would address all 
the health needs of the world’s 
poorest people for four years.

Medact has given the world’s 
peace movement a resource 
– something for us to read in case 
we ever think that we are too tired 
or too jaded to take the anti-war 
message to the streets.

Read the report at
www.medact.org  J

As The Guardian takes a break until the New Year, 
friends of peace the world over are continuing to rally in 
opposition to a likely war against Iraq. They are justifi-
ably concerned at the consequences of such a war and the 
recklessness of the US Administration and its allies.

However, without even having 
seen the list of weapons, the US 
leaders have dismissed it with un-
paralleled arrogance. “It is 12,000 
pages of lies”, declared one US 
spokesperson.

Such comments confirm that 
the US is looking for any excuse to 
launch a war against Iraq as soon 

as possible. Their criminal war 
plans are being vigorously sup-
ported by the Australian gang of 
three – John Howard, Alexander 
Downer and Robert Hill.

Donald Rumsfeld, US Minister 
of Defence (War), declared that 
Iraq does possess weapons of mass 
destruction despite Iraqi denials.

If the US has such knowledge, 
why doesn’t it hand the informa-
tion over to the UN weapons 
inspectors so that they can imme-
diately check it out?

While the Christmas-New Year 
holiday period will disrupt the ac-
tivities of the many organisations 
and individuals opposing and US-
British-Australian war on Iraq, all 
must remain alert to the extreme 
danger to the world presented by 
the warmongers.
For more information see
Iraq inspections proceed,
Bush presses war, page 8.  J

Iraq complies,
US continues war threats

The Iraqi Government has complied with the timetable 
imposed by the UN Security Council and presented an 
enormously detailed list of Iraq’s weapons. All reports 
indicate that the Iraqi Government is co-operating fully 
with UN weapons inspectors. Even the inspectors have 
expressed satisfaction.

THE HORRIBLE
COST OF WAR

Twelve years 
of sanctions on 
the country are 

responsible for the 
deaths of between 

344,000 and 525,000 
children under five 

years of age.
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by Janice Hamilton
The report, by the then Common-

wealth Ombudsman David Pearce, 
focused on the extent to which 
administrative practices satisfy the 
requirements of social security law 
and reasonable standards of proce-
dural fairness in relation to the Gov-
ernment’s stringent “mutual obliga-
tion” requirements.

The Acting Ombudsman Oliver 
Winder noted, when releasing the 
report, that the penalties, in the form 
of reductions in assistance provided 
to the unemployed, have a significant 
impact on the individuals involved 
and can lead to significant hardship.

Mr Winder noted a significant 
rise in the incidence of breach pen-
alties from the latter half of 1998 
to 2001. There has been a 140 per-
cent increase in complaints concern-
ing penalties in the last four years. 
He recommended that the “onus of 
proof” in relation to attendance at 
Centrelink interviews should be on 
Centrelink and Job Network mem-
bers rather than the job seeker as is 
currently the case.

The report also highlights the 
lengthy delays in the processing of 
appeals.

The Government should have 
shelved any further regressive 
changes to the social security system 
and taken a serious look at the report’s 
recommendations. Instead, it intro-
duced new and tougher regulations 
within a week the report’s release.

These will not only toughen 
“mutual obligation” requirements and 
increase breaching penalties but also 
increase the range of people forced 
into activity test requirements.

There will be tighter require-
ments for those receiving the sole 
parent pension (for those whose 
youngest child is 13 or over). Mature 
aged persons will be subjected to the 
“mutual obligation” activity test.

The “mutual obligation” test is 
being forced onto those who are 
receiving a Special Benefit.

The Bill ropes in holders of tem-
porary protection visas issued for 

humanitarian or safe-haven pur-
poses. It even puts in breach those 
who voluntarily give up employ-
ment in their country of origin to 
seek asylum!

Asylum seekers have already 
suffered enormously from having 
to flee their country of origin and 
being locked up for years in prison 
camps like Woomera. They will now 
be forced to look for work under 
extremely difficult circumstances, 
including a language barrier with 
English as a second language or per-
haps no English at all.

To add insult to injury, the How-
ard Government will give an extra 
$20.80 per fortnight per person to 
the private organisation that funds 
their language training, usually the 
Job Network provider. This latest 
Bill is another attack on those who 
can least afford it, the most vulner-
able and needy. J
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The choice before
the Australian people

Reactions to Prime Minister Howard’s talk of “preventive 
strikes” continue to reverberate in Asian countries. The Foreign 
Ministers of the ten countries making up the Association of South 
East Asian Nations (ASEAN) are to meet to consider Howard’s 
remarks and their implications.

Despite the attempts of Howard and Foreign Minister 
Downer to explain away their remarks, Asian countries are see-
ing them for what they are – assertions of aggressive intentions, 
disregard for the sovereignty and independence of neighbouring 
countries and an intention to interfere in the internal affairs of 
other countries.

Howard claimed in Parliament that “nothing that I said was 
directed against our friends in neighbouring countries”, a state-
ment that immediately raises the question of which countries in 
Asia does Australia not regard as “friends”?

His earlier remarks were very clear and specific. The original 
question from journalist Laurie Oaks was, “If you knew that Jl 
people in another neighbouring country were planning an attack 
on Australia would you be prepared to act?”

Howard replied, “Oh yes … it stands to reason that if you 
believed that somebody was going to launch an attack against 
your country, either of a conventional kind or of a terrorist kind 
and you had a capacity to stop it and there was no alternative 
other than to use that capacity, then of course you would have 
to use it.”

In these statements, the Australian Government is echoing the 
extremely bellicose remarks of the US administration and Presi-
dent Bush’s threat to launch a preemptive war against Iraq.

It is not a new policy on the part of the United States. The US 
has launched unprovoked wars or interventions against Panama, 
Grenada, Somalia, Libya, Iran, Colombia, Cuba, Afghanistan 
and a number of other countries.

These acts of aggression and the present call for pre-emptive 
strikes are illegal under international law, violate the UN Charter 
and are morally indefensible.

The fact that the Asian nations have reacted so strongly to the 
remarks of Howard rather than to the remarks of Bush reflects 
the fact that Australia is only a “bit” player and the Asian nations 
feel that it is possible to say what they think about aggression 
should it be undertaken by Australia, whereas the US is more 
threatening and is able to wreak vengeance on most nations either 
by economic pressure or by military means.

Furthermore, the Asian countries are becoming stronger in 
economic, political and military terms and their unity in ASEAN 
is leading to a kind of collective security that is backed by the 
People’s Republic of China. The massive anti-American demon-
strations sweeping South Korea and their demands for the re-
moval of US troops and bases are indicative of the changes taking 
place in Asia.

One can only be appalled at the ignorance and the arrogance 
of the Australian leadership. Ignorance, in their failure to under-
stand that the old colonial regimes have gone forever and have 
been replaced by independent countries that take pride in their 
sovereignty; arrogant, in expecting that other countries can be 
brow-beaten by the sort of aggression and intervention that was 
commonly practiced by the imperialist governments that ruled 
Asian countries for centuries. By tagging along behind and echo-
ing US warmongering the Australian Government hopes that it 
will be able to pick up some rewards in a world dominated by the 
US transnational corporations.

Britain Australia and the US virtually stand alone in pursuing 
the policy of pre-emptive strike. Other countries are demanding 
adherence to international law and to the principles of the United 
Nations Charter. They want to live in peace and security as inde-
pendent nations and have the opportunity to lift the living stan-
dards and opportunities for their people. These opportunities are 
being denied by the warmongers and by the threats such as those 
being made by Howard, Downer, Hill, Bush and Blair.

The choice between these two policies is one that the Austra-
lian people must make, hopefully in favour of peace, security 
and the recognition of the right of nations to independence and 
sovereignty. If the wrong choice is made, the consequences for 
Australia may be far-reaching and unpleasant.

Broad support for
Perth anti-war actions

PRESS FUND
Another year approaches, with the US, Australian and British 
Governments striving to smash civil rights and make war on those who 
disagree with them, especially if they’ve got lots of oil or other resources! 
But the ranks of those fighting for peace and civil rights are growing fast 
with people determined to defeat the warmongers. The Guardian will 
continue its participation in this crucial struggle. We sincerely thank all 
those who have given such generous support this year. We’re still a long 
way short of our target of $12,000, but there are still three weeks to go 
till 2003. So how about including the Press Fund on your Christmas gift 
list? We offer our warm thanks to this week’s contributors, as follows:

Ron and Irene, in memory of Edith Taylor, $100.

B Appleton $40, T Bartlett $100, Battler (SA) $50, Bruce (Newcastle) 
$20, Anonymous $50, J Ayres $50, Mick Power $10.

This week’s total $420.  Progressive total $10,775.

by Vic Williams
The No War Alliance organised a 

wide range of political, religious and 
socially minded speakers.

Giz Watson MLC put the Greens 
WA’s position of strong support for 
all peace activities.

Carmen Lawrence MHR 
pointed out that civilians became 
the main target of war. In WW1 
only five per cent of the casualties 
were civilians, in WW2 they were 
50 per cent, but in wars since then 
80-90 per cent of those killed were 
civilians.

Dr Lawrence welcomed the rally 
as a beginning of a movement that 
would be in active opposition to a 
war against Iraq.

Theo McKaay, speaking as the 
Anglican representative, said the 
Church had worked out ten points, 
that combined would constitute a “just 
war”. But on every point the US war 
on Iraq had no justification at all.

Rosemary Miller, of the Unit-
ing Church brought a peace message 
from Rev Neville Watson who was in 
Baghdad. In the previous war he and 
others had camped in the war zone in 
their demonstration for peace.

Helen Hodgson, spokesperson 
for the Australian Democrats, did 
not support a first strike and was 
against the sea-swap of crews of US 
warships in Cockburn Sound.

The representative of the Mus-
lim community called for peace 
between Australia and Middle East-
ern countries. Australian interests 
were best served with peaceful trade 
between them of wheat, meat and 
other goods.

Dr Peter Underwood from the 
Medical Association for Prevention 

of War, outlined the terrible position of 
children in Iraq and deplored the dam-
age to the health of the soldiers of the 
previous conflict who afterwards suf-
fered from the Gulf War Syndrome.

Peter Weygess of the Civil Lib-
erties Association was the final 
speaker. He insisted that the eco-
nomic sanctions did great damage 
to the Iraqi people and must go. He 
spoke of the continued great dam-
age to health from the depleted 
uranium shells.  J

The war on the poor
Flying in the face of a recent Commonwealth Ombudsman’s 
report into the unfairness of penalties for social security breaches, 
the Howard Government is gearing up for new attacks on welfare 
recipients, particularly asylum seekers. With the support of the 
Labor Party, single parents, the mature aged unemployed, refu-
gees on temporary protection visas and those on sickness benefits 
will be hardest hit.

Over a thousand people rallied and marched through Perth 
streets on Sunday December 18 in opposition to the US prepara-
tions for war on Iraq.

Guardian dates
This is the last issue of The Guardian for 2002. The first issue 

for 2003 will be Wednesday January 22.
We wish all readers the very best over the holiday break and 

happiness, good health, peace and strength for the many 
struggles ahead in the New Year.

We would like to thank all our readers for their support and 
encouragement during the past year, and patience as we 

grapple with the new technology. The paper has for some weeks 
now been completely produced on the new technology. The next 

stage is to work on its design. Suggestions for improving the 
paper – its content and its appearance - are always appreciated.

Correction
Two thousand people attended the November 15

No War on Iraq rally in Adelaide, not 20,000
as appeared in the front page report in last week’s Guardian!
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AUSTRALIA

by Janice Hamilton
She particularly objected to 

Labor’s continued support for man-
datory detention and disagreed with 
Labor’s stand on asylum seekers 
since the Tampa incident before last 
year’s federal election.

She said it was time for the ALP 
to rediscover its heart and soul, and 
for the leadership to take a stronger 
stand on key issues, including its 
opposition to a war on Iraq.

Dr Lawrence said the Party was 
so worried about media reaction to 
its policies it had failed to take a clear 

stand on issues. “The people who are 
pushing the show are the ones who 
don’t like to take risks, and they 
don’t like to put their heads above 
the parapet, and they’re not willing 
to risk (the media’s) ire.”

Flanked by key supporters 
from Labor’s left, Dr Lawrence 
said Labor’s leadership no longer 
reflected the views of many MPs 
and party members.

She said she would remain in 
Parliament and continue to push for 
a change to immigration policy.

ALP backbencher Duncan Kerr 

described Dr Lawrence as a beacon of 
light to those who supported the cause 
of progressive Labor governance.

Australian Greens Senator Bob 
Brown said that the ALP asylum 
seeker policy would still leave asy-
lum seekers locked up as if they were 
criminals.

“Moving the Pacific Solution to 
an Indian Ocean solution is no good 
solution at all.”

“Mandatory detention as a core 
policy should go. Before its intro-
duction in the 1980s there was noth-
ing to suggest that asylum seekers 
would serially abscond.”

“Australians need a big hearted 
policy that breaks out the mindset of 
seeing asylum seekers as criminals.”

“It (the policy) still owes far too 
much to John Howard and Pauline 
Hanson,” Senator Brown said. J

by Peter Mac
Most people are now aware 

of the Howard Government’s 
attempts to give ASIO police pow-
ers, including the possibility of 
arrests, indefinite incommunicado 
detention and no rights to legal rep-
resentation, for potential witnesses 
as well as suspects.

But while eyes were turned on 
the Feds, the NSW Government 
has slipped through even more dra-
conian legislation. Under four new 
“terror” laws approved recently no 
judicial warrant is required for police 
break-ins, strip-searches or arrests, in 
cases which, according to the police, 
involve terrorism.

It would not be possible to 
demand a review of the detention, 
and there would be no require-
ment for the government to pub-
lish information or answer to par-
liament regarding its actions in this 
respect.

The legislation gives police pow-
ers to search children as young as 10 
years old.

Clause 13 of the Terrorism 
(Police Powers) Bill states that:

“An authorisation (and any 
decision of the Police Minister 
under this part with respect to the 
Authorisation) may not be chal-
lenged, reviewed, quashed or called 
into question on any grounds what-

soever before any court, tribunal, 
body or person in any legal pro-
ceedings, or restrained, removed 
or otherwise affected by proceed-
ings in the nature of prohibition or 
mandamus.”

The government proposes to 
establish a new police special 
branch known as the anti-terrorism 
unit to support the legislation, and 
the activities of this new organisa-
tion would be solely the responsi-
bility of the NSW Police Minister.

Opposition leader John 
Brogden supported the legislation, 
even though the Liberals sought an 
amendment under which the NSW 
Independent Commission Against 
Corruption (ICAC) would have had 
the power to scrutinise the Police 
Minister’s actions.

Unlike their Federal counter-

parts, the NSW Liberal backbench 
members have gone along with the 
Carr/Brogden legislation.

The Greens have strenuously 
opposed the legislation. Greens 
Upper House member Lee Rhian-
non pointed out that the legislation 
is unconstitutional because of the 
unprecedented powers it grants to 
the state Police Minister.

The Greens propose taking the 
matter to the NSW Supreme Court, 
and Ms Rhiannon has written to all 
Australian Greens MPs, warning 
them of the dangers of similar leg-
islation being introduced in other 
States and in the federal arena.

As she pointed out, the Fed-
eral Attorney-General, Daryl Wil-
liams has expressed criticism of the 
NSW Bill, albeit with barely-con-
cealed envy. He notes:

“…when you look at what we 
have in our (ASIO) bill and com-
pare it to what the NSW Gov-
ernment is proposing in its bill 
you’ll see that there are an enor-
mous range of safeguards in ours 
that are not present in the NSW 
bill.”

In short, the people of Australia 
are facing a situation in which con-
servative Labor and Liberal gov-
ernments, at both state and federal 
levels, compete with each other to 
introduce the most repressive leg-
islation in the name of fighting ter-
rorism.

It is small wonder that the elec-
toral results of the Greens are con-
tinually rising. It looks as though 
both major parties are in for a 
shock at the NSW state elections 
next year.  J

Carmen Lawrence
takes a stand
The ALP released its new asylum seeker policy last Thursday, 
a move that angered sections of the Party. Senior Labor front-
bencher Carmen Lawrence was so incensed that she quit shadow 
cabinet, accusing the Party’s leadership of lacking courage and 
ignoring the views of its members. Dr Lawrence was Labor’s 
Aboriginal Affairs spokeswoman.

The NSW Carr Government, supported by the state Liberals, has 
passed legislation that effectively strips NSW citizens of funda-
mental democratic rights.

The Government claims that the 
deal would avoid cost blow-outs on 
construction and subsequent costs. 
But as the union correctly warned, 
the public will lose because in the 
end they will pay out more in rent 
than they would pay through direct 
financing.

“Furthermore, the public can no 
longer scrutinise public financial 
statements and are kept out of the 
decision-making process”, the Fed-
eration said.

“The only people to gain from 
these arrangements are banks and 
corporations providing maintenance 
and services.

In the case of Axiom Education 
they are ABN Amro, St Hilliers, 
Hansen Yuncken and SSL Facilities 
Management (Spotless).

“It is their ‘foot in the door’ to 
full privatisation”, the union said.

This type of arrangement 
has become the almost standard 
method for the construction of hos-
pitals and educational institutions 
in Britain.

Apart from a deterioration in ser-
vices, higher costs and failure on the 
part of private operators to carry out 
necessary maintenance, these pub-
lic-private partnerships can result in 
bleeding the state of its finances.

At the end of this particular con-
tract – by which time the schools will 
be more than due for serious outlays on 
maintenance – the schools will become 
the property of the government.

In Britain the contractual 
arrangements also involved the use 
of the educational facilities for other 

purposes. In some cases the school 
authorities discovered to their hor-
ror that rather than the schools being 
theirs, they had no rights of access to 
the school buildings outside of offi-
cial school hours.

The experience of contracting 
out school and hospital cleaning to 
the private sector has been a dismal 

both in performance and the appall-
ing conditions imposed on the work-
ers involved.

It is not known what rights the 
schools will have in the proposed 
contract. It is shrouded in secrecy – 
the usual “commercial in confidence” 
– no public accountability here.

It can be taken for granted that 

the government will have built in 
guarantees of good returns (cover-
ing interest payments, capital repay-
ments and profits) for the private 
corporations and bank involved, at 
a much higher long-term cost to the 
public and little control over the use 
of the school or its upkeep by the 
school or department.  J

Insidious public-
private “partnership” 
for public schools
The NSW Carr Labor Government has announced that a private 
consortium, by the name of Axiom Education, will finance, build, 
own and maintain nine new public schools in a 30-year contract. 
During the 30-year contract, the state (taxpayers) will pay the con-
sortium rental for the use of the schools. The NSW Teachers’ Fed-
eration is strongly opposed to the scheme and will be campaigning 
against the plan in the lead-up to next year’s state election.

Repressive terror laws passed

Season’s Greetings
We convey season’s greetings and best wishes for the New 

Year to all members and supporters of the Communist Party of 
Australia and to all readers of The Guardian.

The spirit of goodwill and concern for the common good is 
being exemplified by those who are sacrificing their time and 
efforts to fight the bushfires now raging in NSW. It is seen in 
the country as people help one another face the devastating 
drought. It is evident amongst the many activists opposing 

war and working for a peaceful world, combatting racism and 
acting to bring an end to mandatory sentencing of refugees.

Others help to relieve the suffering of the unemployed
and homeless whose numbers are swelling daily.

Many have taken measures to protect the environment.
People working together for

the common good is the way forward for society.
There are, however, those who are mean spirited and whose words 

about peace, goodwill and a better world reek of hypocrisy.
We must keep up the rage against those who would 

plunge the whole world into a new barbarism and war. 
This is the main task for the coming year. If a new war 
can be prevented it will be a tremendous achievement 

for the common good and for the people of all countries.
We wish all a peaceful, secure and safe
holiday period with family and friends.

Hannah Middleton
President

Communist Party of Australia

Peter Symon
General Secretary

Communist Party of Australia
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They spoke to The Guardian and 
described the situation in the Latin 
American country in stark statisti-
cal detail.

At present Colombia has an offi-
cial unemployment rate of 20 per 
cent. Trade union estimates put the 
figure at closer to 30 per cent. Of the 
country’s 42 million people there are 
30 million surviving on an income 
of less than US$2 per day – six mil-
lion scrape by with less than US$1 
a day.

This misery is the direct conse-
quence of the application of the neo-
liberal economic policies imposed 
on the country by a series of gov-
ernments representing the privileged 
elites and at the behest of the IMF 
and the World Bank. 

A population that was until 
recently 70 percent rural based 
has become 70 percent urban in a 
process that has ruined the liveli-
hoods of most farming families 
and caused an economic crisis in 
the country.

Some farmers have taken to 
cultivating the coca leaves that 

yield cocaine in order to survive 
only to find themselves the targets 
of Plan Colombia.

While officially a part of the US 
Government’s “war on drugs”, Plan 
Colombia has actually bankrolled 
a concerted military attack on the 
guerrilla forces resisting the attacks 
on the people of Colombia.

There has also been a 500 per-
cent increase in the size of ruthless 
paramilitary squads that assist the 
official armed forces since the deci-
sion was taken by the US Congress 
in 2001 to increase funding to the 
Colombian military as part of the 
“war on terrorism”.

The main target of this extreme 
violence in the countryside is the 
FARC (the Revolutionary Armed 
Forces of Colombia) – the largest of 
the several guerrilla movements in 
the country. In the cities, the regime 
focuses on opposition parties and the 
trade unions.

While George W Bush and his 
ilk would happily count Colombia 
as a “democratic” country, the truth 
is that there are no political guaran-

tees for the opposition forces in the 
country.

In the 1980s, 4000 members of 
the left coalition Union Patriotica 
were murdered by the regime in a 
move that destroyed the grouping. To 
this day, left and progressive forces – 
including the Communist Party – are 
subject to an ongoing campaign of 
assassinations and intimidation.

Since its establishment in 1986, 
the Central Unitaria de Trabadores 
(CUT) has itself lost over 4,000 
activists from unions affiliated to 
the peak council to state sponsored 
assassinations.

One hundred and ninety two 
have died so far this year. These 
murders are carried out with impu-
nity – none of the perpetrators have 
been brought to trial.

An indication of the tensions in 
the country is that delegation mem-

ber Ms Ramirez is forced to live 
apart from her family and travel by 
armoured car to protect her from 
death squads.

In recent months the political cli-
mate in Colombia has deteriorated 
further. Since coming to office in 
September, President Alvaro Uribe 
Vélez has encouraged the formation 
of new private armies and a network 
of one million informers as part of a 
general escalation of the war on the 
people.

The new administration is com-
mitted to a total military victory in 
the struggle and is opposed to any 
peaceful, political solution to the 
calamitous situation of Colombia.

In the meantime, the progres-
sive forces of the country continue 
to press for negotiations for a two-
part accord that would allow the 
return of all prisoners taken in the 

conflict and for a peace based on 
social justice.

Speaking for the visiting delega-
tion, Jesus Gonzalez urged all Aus-
tralians to raise their voices in favour 
of such a peace agreement. He also 
wanted to pass on the following reas-
surance:

“The struggle goes on. They 
have not destroyed us and there is 
no doubt the workers will win. In the 
words of Karl Marx: ‘Workers of all 
lands unite!’”

To send a message of protest to 
President Uribe and call on the Aus-
tralian Government to take a stand 
on these issues of human rights, you 
could use the online facilities of the 
NSW Teachers Federation at:
http://www.nswtf.org.au/
campaigns/colombian_teachers/
protest_form.html   J

LABOUR

Visiting Colombian delegation 
plea for solidarity
Australia was visited recently by a delegation of trade union-
ists from war-torn Colombia. Jesus Gonzalez, the Human Rights 
Director of the CUT peak trade union council and Gloria Ines 
Ramirez of the Colombian teachers union FECODE came to 
speak to Australian trade unionists, political activists, parliamen-
tarians and the media about the desperate plight of Colombia’s 
people and the need to mobilise international solidarity.

Abbott backs 
Grocon hit-list

The 2300 workforce have now 
returned to work after the first ever 
national strike in the company’s 
short history in Australia. There 
action has forced the Xstrata to lay 
off its bully-boy tactics.

If its takeover of MIM succeeds 
Xstrata – a Swiss-based transnational 
with extensive mining interests in 
South Africa – will become the third 
biggest operator in Australia, behind 
BHP and Rio Tinto.

The national strike followed a 
warning from mining delegates at 
all Xstrata’s operations that the com-
pany faced a concerted campaign if 
it continued to renege on existing 
agreements and kept up its victimisa-
tion of union activists.

Tony Maher, General President 
of the Mining and Energy Division 
of the CFMEU, said the last of the 
81 miners sacked at Bulga – one 
third of Xstrata’s workforce –were 
frogmarched from the mine by pri-
vate security personnel. “It was 
a scene reminiscent of the water-
front dispute. It was an absolute 
disgrace.”

Xstrata had gone back on com-
mitments to job security during a 
restructuring exercise. Its chief exec-
utive had put in writing that, “There 
will be no loss of full-time jobs in 
Australia”.

There was an agreement between 
the company and the union that before 
any redundancies were considered a 

consultative review of contractors at 
the mine would be undertaken. The 
company reneged and decided that 
there would in fact be greater use of 
contractors. It also went back on an 
agreement that retrenchments would 
be based on seniority.

At Bulga 12 of the senior mine-
workers were sacked, two of them 
union officials, one a 20-year 
employee. Xstrata then told the 
union it had opted for a “merit selec-
tion system”.

Tony Maher said the 24-hour 
stoppage “should be a wake-up call 
for Xstrata to abandon its anti-union 
strategy and honour the agreements 
it has made with its workforce”.  J

Xstrata miners strike backGrocon has a hit-list of working 
conditions and trade union rights. In 
dispute after dispute the company 
has hit them using euphemisms such 
as “productivity constraints” (work 
conditions), eliminating “third par-
ties” (unions) to “deal directly with 
employees” (enforce individual 
work contracts).

Grocon wants an end to “pattern 
bargaining” (industry-wide collec-
tive union agreements) to gain more 
“flexibility”. Grocon’s list contains 
classic examples of flexibility for 
the boss – it wants to scrap restric-
tions on overtime, begin work before 
6am and have an open-ended finish-
ing time, dictate when annual leave 
will be taken and control rostered 
days off.

In a recent speech to a real estate 
body, the Property Council, Grocon 
managing director Daniel Grollo 
promised an all-out attack on the 
Construction, Forestry, Mining and 
Energy Union (CFMEU). “Grocon 
is now firmly focused on rooting out 
work practices we believe are unac-
ceptable in our company, and intro-
ducing work practices that support 
our model.”

Grocon’s belligerent approach 
has resulted in two stopwork actions 
by it 650-strong workforce, includ-
ing the Melbourne Cricket Ground 
site that is being redeveloped for the 
2006 Commonwealth Games.

The Bracks Government, now 
in control of both Houses of Par-

liament following last month’s state 
election, has its own union agenda, 
reflected in its handing the Indus-
trial Relations and Workcover port-
folio over to right-wing hatchet man 
Rob Hulls.

Bracks said Hulls would have 
“a mandate” to deal with employ-
ees and unions to ensure “the law 
is applied” and “productivity is 
improved” (euphemism for fewer 
workers, longer hours, lower 
wages and loss of conditions).

CFMEU State Secretary Mar-
tin Kingham said that underpin-
ning Grocon’s attack was the fact 
that the company is in financial 
trouble. “The reality is, this is a 
company that has got itself out of 
its depth”, he said. “It won’t be the 
union, it won’t be the workers that 
destroy the company. But it might 
be the banks.”

Grocon workers last week unan-
imously voted against a proposed 
non-union agreement and demanded 
that Grocon fall in line with the 
more than 3000 companies that have 
signed up to an industry-wide enter-
prise bargaining agreement.

The meeting also demanded 
that the company end its legal 
action against CFMEU officials 
over strike action earlier this year. 
Grocon, said Martin Kingham, in 
collusion with Abbott, was trying 
to “operate outside the pack and 
strip hard-won conditions from 
their employees.”  J

Gloria Ines Ramirez and Jesus Gonzalez

Construction company Grocon’s attack on building unions in 
Victoria has the aim of imposing atrocious working conditions 
and extreme exploitation. The company wants to dump collec-
tive bargaining and introduce individual work contracts. Federal 
Workplace Relations Minister Tony Abbott has weighed in behind 
Grocon with his anti-union armoury.

Earlier this month coalmine workers at Xstrata operations 
throughout Australia walked off the job in response to the com-
pany’s aggressive anti-union agenda. This included the victimi-
sation of union activists, the forced removal of sacked miners at 
Xstrata’s Bulga mine in NSW and a plan to replace them with 
contractors and casuals.

The future is socialism
Fight for a world of peace and justice?

You need...
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The Secretary of the Asbestos 
Victims Association in South Austra-
lia, Colin Arthur said, “There is now 
real hope for people with mesothe-
lioma and sufferers of asbestos dis-

ease like me – that our disease might 
be cured, our pain relieved and most 
importantly others saved from the 
death sentence which has been inev-
itable with a mesothelioma diagno-

sis is magnificent news.” (Meso-
thelioma is a fatal cancer caused by 
exposure to asbestos dust.)

“It will be important for all States 
to work together so this new institute 
can serve all the people of Austra-
lia”, he said.

“Asbestos is a national tragedy 
and this new institute can provide 
a national response,” said Colin 
Arthur.

The NSW Minister said the new 
centre would receive a minimum of 
$800,000 a year during its first three 
years.

The number of people diagnosed 
with asbestos-related diseases in 
Australia is expected to rise over the 
next 30 years even though the use of 
asbestos in Australia has largely been 
phased out.

“We want people to understand 
asbestos has not gone away,” said 
Colin Arthur. These diseases can 
take up to 40 years to develop in 
people who have come into contact 
with asbestos.  J

This film is not about what hap-
pened in Columbine that day, or 
about ten-pin bowling. The incident 
does, however, provide a backdrop 
for Michael Moore as he explores 
the question: “Why is America so 
violent?”

Michael Moore has long stood 
out not only as a social commentator 
and master satirist, but as an activist 
who takes up the cause of the work-
ing class and marches it boldly into 
the corporate boardrooms.

His award winning television 
series TV Nation and The Awful 
Truth, (subtitled The People’s Dem-
ocratic Republic of Television) enter-

tained, educated and outraged audi-
ences around the world.

Even after the September 11 
attacks Moore stood firm as one 
of the few openly vocal critics of 
George W Bush (the “thief-in-chief”) 
and Bush’s “War on Terror”

Unusually, he is also scathing of 
the Democrat opposition, both for 
their current acquiescence to George 
W, and the anti-people policies of 
the previous Clinton administration. 
(“One of the best Republican Presi-
dents we’ve ever had.”)

In Bowling for Columbine Moore 
interviews both the victims of vio-
lence and those responsible for the 
production and distribution of the 
weapons

As for those who arm them-
selves to the teeth in order to “pro-
tect myself and my family”, their 

ignorance is matched only by their 
arrogance.

They so fiercely believe in them-
selves and their values they never 
stop to actually question: “Who is 
this Michael Moore? Why does he 
want to interview me?”

Instead they are perfectly happy 
to shoot their mouths off in front of a 
camera, automatically assuming they 
are being interviewed by a sympathi-
ser. (And given the nature of Ameri-
can mass media, why should they 
assume otherwise?)

Michael rarely goes for the jugu-
lar while interviewing. His questions 
are considered and clever, served up 

with honey – and just enough rope 
to let the unsuspecting victims hang 
themselves.

During his travels, Michael inter-
views an organic soy bean farmer, 
who previously had been a suspect in 
the Oklahoma City bombing.

Timothy McVeigh lived at his 
house for three months, and the 
farmer describes him as a “decent 
guy”. When his farm was raided 
he was found to have, and still has, 
ample bomb-making materials.

This man not only believes he 
has the “right” to bear arms under the 
constitution, but, as an American, it 
is obligatory. People who do not own 
guns, he says, are “irresponsible”.

Michael questions: “What does 
‘bear arms’ mean?” 

“To own a gun”, the farmer 
replies.

Michael: “What about nuclear 
weapons – they’re ‘arms’”.

Farmer: “Well, yes.”
Michael: “Do you think people 

should have the right to possess 
weapons-grade plutonium then?”

“Oh no”, says the farmer, “that 
should be regulated. Some maniac 
might get his hands on it.” Touché.

This film is riveting, and Moore 
once again bravely goes where 
angels fear to tread – and gets away 
with it. Brilliantly.

The success of this, and his pre-
vious documentaries (including the 
1989 classic Roger and Me) lies 
in Michael’s ability to continually 
leave the audience gobsmacked. You 
literally cannot believe what you are 
watching.

He takes us to a bank that offers 
you a wide choice of guns when you 
open up a term deposit account.

He interviews a representative 
of Lockhead Martin (the biggest US 
defence manufacturer) in their fac-
tory, while they construct a ballistic 
missile in the background.

And, in a segment bordering on 
the surreal, he buys a Hollywood 
“star map”, rocks up to the house 
of National Rifle Association Presi-
dent Charlton Heston and asks for an 
interview. “Sure!”

Along the way we examine 
possible reasons for the violence – 
video games, rock music, race, his-
tory and yes, ten-pin bowling. Even-
tually we realise the question is not: 
“Why are Americans so violent?” 
but rather: “What are Americans so 
afraid of?”

And more to the point: “Who’s 
making money from all of this?”

Bowling for Columbine was the first 
documentary film in 46 years to be 
accepted into competition at the 
Cannes Film Festival. It received 
a 13-minute standing ovation and 
won the Special Jury Prize.
Michael Moore’s most recent book, 
Stupid White Men (and Other Sorry 
Excuses for the State of the Nation!) 
has been the highest selling non-fic-
tion book in the USA for 2002.

Bowling for Columbine opens
in Australian cinemas on
December 26.  J

AUSTRALIA

Whatever you may think of Federal Court judges and their 
incomes, the recent decision to give them a 17 percent salary 
increase has underlying and underhand implications. Federal 
Attorney-General Daryl Williams told the Commonwealth sal-
ary remunerations body not to allow the 17 percent to flow on 
to certain other Commonwealth tribunals, specifically the Ad-
ministrative Appeals Tribunal and the National Native Title Tri-
bunal. This puts judges on these tribunals in the same category 
as non-judicial staff. The hub of the matter is that the pay cut 
reflects a downgrading of the two tribunals, from judicial bodies 
connected to the higher courts and thus legally independent of 
government, to Commonwealth funded tools of government. 
The Appeals Tribunal is the body charged with handing out ar-
rest warrants to ASIO under the draconian new terror laws. The 
Tribunal has also been given the power to pry into people’s fi-
nances under the Proceeds of Crime law on financing terrorism. 
As for the Native Title Tribunal, the Government has been itch-
ing to wipe out all processes related to native title, including land 
councils and ATSIC. The way is now open to scrap the Tribunal 
once it is converted to the status of a government-funded entity.

A recent media release from the Australian Private Hospitals’ 
Association argued fervently in favour of the taxpayer-funded 
multi-billion-dollar subsidy to the private health purveyors, 
quoting an economic think tank as saying that the “private 
health insurance rebate is the most significant, positive health 
policy initiative in decades”. While ever there was a properly 
funded national public health system – Medicare - the over-
whelming majority of people weren’t going to waste their 
scarce disposable incomes fattening the profits of insurance 
companies. The undermining of the public health system in 
tandem with a scare campaign about hospital waiting lists, 
plus the 30 percent rebate, were aimed at getting more people 
to take out private health cover. And the health funds are also 
using the money to provide lifestyle accessories such as 
expensive gym shoes and relax-music CDs for psych ses-
sions. Of course, the provision of such “lifestyle” items as 
dialysis machines are to be provided by the public system.

CAPITALIST HOG OF 2002: is arguably the worst, the most 
dangerous Australian government in history. Which corporate-
style PR regime is the subject of the following description? 
“Staff, senior and junior, consistently talked and acted as if 
the height of political sophistication consisted in reducing 
every issue to its simplest black-and-white terms for public 
consumption, then steering legislative initiatives or policy 
proposals as far right as possible.” It’s a description of the 
White House of George W Bush, as related by a former Bush 
staff member. Bet you thought it was a sketch of the How-
ard Government. Arrogant racists and liars, Howard and his 
cronies have strived to divide Australian society and whip up 
racial and religious hatred and support for war while fatten-
ing the profits of corporations. And it’ll be on again in 2003.

Bowling for Columbine
Written/Directed/Produced by Michael Moore

The day of April 20, 1999, began just like any other in the United 
States. People got dressed and went to work, children went to 
school, and the US Air Force dropped a record number of bombs 
on the people of Serbia, wiping out several hospitals and schools. 
That same day, in an outer suburb of Denver, two teenage boys 
spent the first lesson of the day – gym class – ten-pin bowling. 
Later that morning they returned to school and during 15 horri-
fying minutes killed 13 students, one teacher, and themselves.

New asbestos research institute
Unions have welcomed the promise of a $2.4 million research insti-
tute by the NSW Minister for Industrial Relations, John Della 
Bosca. The Minister made the commitment at the launch of Asbes-
tos Awareness Week at the Australian Maritime Museum in Sydney. 
The centre will carry out research into diagnosis and treatment of 
asbestos-related diseases and provide information to hospitals.

Moore once again bravely goes where 
angels fear to tread – and gets away 

with it. Brilliantly.

Film Review                               Andrews Jackson

Sydney
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Kerry Nettle, Greens Senator 
for NSW discusses ASIO, the 
drought, free trade, and their 
election prospects with Andy
Jackson (05/11/2002).

AJ: As the lone Greens Senator 
in Federal Parliament, Bob Brown 
used to be the Greens “spokesper-
son for everything”. I guess you’ve 
lightened his workload a bit.

KN: We try to share responsi-
bilities in terms of issues that we’re 
covering both in a campaign sense 
and a parliamentary sense. We also 
try to divide up the time we spend 
throughout the country supporting 
local Greens.

AJ: The Victorian State Election 
– how are the Greens feeling?

KN: I think Greens across the 
country are feeling generally opti-
mistic. It was such a psychological 
breakthrough of having won [NSW 
Federal seat of] Cunningham.

There were many people who in 
the past have supported green poli-
cies but had a niggling sense that 
there was no point voting for us 
because we were not going to get 
elected. Now we have Michael in the 
Lower House that will change.

We have some really strong can-
didates in inner Melbourne and it’s 
a similar situation in inner Sydney 
in seats where the Labor Party has 
always had a very strong hold.

These seats have been safe 
Labor forever and the people feel 
like they’ve been taken for granted. 
The Greens can provide an alterna-
tive for them there.

AJ: Do you think the Greens 
Federal [anti-war] position on the 
impending war on Iraq boosts your 
chances at a state level?

KN: I think that’s valid in the 
sense that if people know where the 
Greens stand on an issue like Iraq, 
then that gives them a better per-
spective on where we will stand on 
state issues.

For example, when a state issue 
like law and order comes up they will 
think: “Well the Greens will take a 
more humanitarian stance on that 
because I’ve seen their approach on 
asylum seekers”.

If they feel strongly on an issue 
like Iraq and see the Greens Federal 
position, then it will certainly help us 
in Victoria and NSW.

AJ: At the moment the main-
stream media only seems interested 
in two things, the “War on Terror” 
and the drought. The ALP is hedging 
its bets with the war and Iraq, where 
do the Greens stand?

KN: I think that’s been a con-
stant frustration for some members 
of the ALP. They have people who 
feel very strongly and would love 
to come out and say they don’t sup-
port a war against Iraq, but they’re 
not given that opportunity. All I can 
say is I’m glad I’m a Green because 
I can stand up and say unequivo-
cally: NO!

AJ: The drought – what practical 
measures are being put through par-
liament by the Government to tackle 
this as a long-term issue?

KN: We need to recognise that 
droughts are happening more fre-
quently, and increasing in severity, 
and that we need to take a long-term 
holistic approach.

When we provide assistance 
to farmers during a drought, that 
assistance must be part of a transi-
tion. We need to provide funding to 
assist farmers to change away from 

unsustainable agricultural practices, 
make moves towards micro-irriga-
tion, reforestation, growing different 
types of crops, and finding different 
uses for their land.

We need to treat this very fragile 
land with more respect.

However, I think that at a time 
like this it is difficult, when the 
human tragedy is right in our face, 
to take a long-term perspective – 
to balance the “instant relief” with 
these long-term measures that are 
necessary.

AJ: There was a group of emi-
nent businessmen who suggested 
diverting the rivers inland as a long-
term drought relief plan.

KN: I was very worried with 
that one, given the names that were 
involved in it – people who have 
great influence over the Liberal Party 
like Richard Pratt and Alan Jones – 
that John Howard would just jump 
on the boat.

Then we had the Wentworth 
Group of scientists come forward 
and say, “No way, this is a crock. 
It’s not a valid proposal.” And so I 
took some heart when Cabinet then 
decided to hear submissions from the 
Group, and hopefully they will then 
look at some scientific solutions on 
how to deal with water management 
in Australia. 

It is also made more difficult 
when you have people like John 
Anderson talk about “water rights”, 
like it is private property – “it runs 
through my land and therefore I 
own it”. So with Howard having his 
Coalition partners pushing along that 
line it will make it a more difficult for 
him to implement a viable and sus-
tainable solution.

AJ: There are many other issues 
before Parliament though, how do 
you and Bob manage to cover every-
thing?

KN: Yes, you could have half the 
portfolios if you wanted them but in 
then end you just have to prioritise, 
put your effort into where you can 
make the most difference. Particu-
larly now, because it’s the end of the 
year and there are between 40 and 60 
pieces of legislation the Government 
is trying to rush through.

For example: the changes to 
the Disability Support Pension. We 
had no notice that was coming up 
for debate and then just bang and 
it was on.

We certainly don’t want to see 
those changes taking place.

And it was something that I 
would like to have made a contribu-
tion on, but it was on a day where I’d 
already given four speeches in par-
liament. I just didn’t have the oppor-
tunity.

AJ: And obviously it’s in the 
Government’s interest to give you as 
little notice as possible...

KN: And they’re making 
changes hour by hour.

Another example is the Austra-
lians Working Together Bill, which 
will extend the work for the dole 
program to people on Temporary 
Protection Visas.

The Government’s position is: 
“We will give them no support what-
soever, but they must support us by 
working for nothing”. How can we 
have a sensible debate about that, 
especially in this climate?

They have also tried to extend 
the breach system to single parents. 
When that came to the Senate we 
split the Bill, passed the good bits 
and rejected the rest. That’s a good 

example of opposition parties com-
ing together on an issue.

Even on that though, the ALP 
accepted extending mutual obliga-
tion, and just wanted to remove the 
financial penalties. We argued for 
complete removal of the mutual 
obligation system altogether. So 
it’s still not where we would like 
it to be.

Of course it will go back to the 
House, and the Government will 
knock the Senate changes on the 
head. It will come back to us,we’ll 
reject it again which then gives 
John Howard a trigger for a double 
dissolution.

AJ: John Howard is always 
threatening double dissolutions, 
does anyone take him seriously?

KN: I haven’t been there long 
enough to gauge how serious those 
threats are, but I’m so not threat-
ened. I would love to have some 
more Greens in there, and a double 
dissolution may well provide that 
opportunity

The public wouldn’t like another 
election so John Howard would have 
to be really sure of himself, and very 
adamant that it was vital the legisla-
tion must be passed.

AJ: Like the ASIO Bill?
KN: When it came up to Sen-

ate again, the fact that the ALP sent 
it off to a committee was a positive 
development, but having sat on that 
Committee we are still unsure what 
Labor’s position will be at the end of 
the committee process. We reject the 
Bill in its entirety, but I suspect that 
what Labor will do is come up with a 
modified model, that will take away 
the worst aspects – like the detention 
of minors – but still allow certain 
extended powers. 

AJ: Because they don’t want to 
been seen as going “soft” on the 
issue of national security?

KN: Exactly. The ALP is under a 
lot of pressure from the Government.

I took heart during the Commit-

tee Hearing though, when a string of 
eminent QCs, representing a whole 
array of legal organisations came out 
and said, “We don’t need this legisla-
tion. It is draconian. Australia is well 
protected under existing laws.”

 That’s been great to hear because 
prior to that we were in Canberra 
hearing from ASIO and the Attor-
ney General’s department who were 
saying, “Give us more!” (The Com-
mittee’s modifications – as recom-
mended by both Liberal and Labor 
members – have since been rejected 
by the Government. Ed.)

AJ: Can you comment on the 
proposed Free Trade Agreement 
with the USA?

KN: John Howard seems excited 
about embarking on the negotiations. 
However, when you have a country 
like Australia negotiating with the 
world’s greatest power then you’re 
not starting from a good place.

In terms of the sorts of things 
we know the US is asking Austra-
lia to negotiate around, they want us 
to do away with Foreign Investment 
Review Board, which provides our 
safeguard for international invest-
ment in Australia.

They want to remove the media 
ownership and local content rules in 
Australia – to allow the American 
entertainment industry unlimited 
access to the Australian market.

They also want us to change our 
quarantine rules that currently pre-
vent some US products from being 
brought into Australia.

AJ: Surely that would lose the 
Coalition votes in rural Australia?

KN: Well of course John Howard 
goes in saying “these are only nego-
tiations, there are certain things we 
will not negotiate around, we want 
access to the US market for our prod-
ucts, but want to protect our own”.

And I do acknowledge that the 
Government does see the benefit of 
some of those public regulations and 
controls and recognises how much 

the Australian public would like to 
see them maintained.

At least with these negotiations 
we have an idea of what we’re in for, 
unlike the WTO, where you have no 
idea what’s on the table.

Obviously we know the Govern-
ment’s stance on Telstra, but what 
other services? Are they willing to 
trade away our water supply? Aus-
tralia Post?

Parliament isn’t told. There was a 
successful Senate motion passed by 
all opposition parties demanding the 
Government release that informa-
tion and giving them a date to do it 
by – but the Government has ignored 
those requests.

It looks like we will have a Sen-
ate Committee set up into GATS 
[WTO General Agreement on Trade 
Related Services], and that will be 
a good opportunity for us to look 
at the potential impact of some of 
these issues. We need to review 
the impact of the trade liberalisa-
tion decisions that have been made 
so far before we continue further 
down that road of deregulation and 
privatisation.

AJ: This all shows that the 
Greens have certainly thrown off 
the “single issue party” tag – a tag 
which the Democrats tried to bring 
up once again during the last elec-
tion campaign.

KN: I think that was probably 
frustration on their part that they can 
long longer claim to be “the only via-
ble alternative”.

AJ: You share an office block 
here with John Howard I under-
stand…

KN: AND RUDDOCK!
AJ: So you’re pretty keen to get 

out?
KN: Yes, but not just for the 

benefit of being away from them, I 
want to get out into the community. 
There’s a lot of bureaucracy to cut 
through before that happens though, 
so it may be a while. J

MAGAZINE

Working together

Kerry Nettle, Greens Senator for NSW
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by Peter Mac
Between a Rock and a Hard 

Place was commissioned by the 
Department of Immigration in 1998, 
and examines resource and envi-
ronmental questions with regard 
to an optimum size for Australia’s 
population.

The report concludes that Aus-
tralia is heading for major problems. 
Tackling them would require vig-
orous and determined government 
control of the nation’s future devel-
opment and growth, and in particu-
lar restricting the activities of multi-
national corporations.

The report examines the effect 
on the environment and resources of 
three population scenarios.

The first assumes no net popula-
tion growth from immigration, i.e. 
a population of 20 million in 2050. 
The second assumes a 70,000 per-
son per annum increase and a pop-
ulation of 25 million by 2050. The 
third involves a growth of two thirds 
of one percent per annum, with a 
final population of 32 million, and 
is now favoured by business inter-
ests as likely to promote rapid eco-
nomic growth

The report deliberately assumes 
optimistic outcomes in terms of eco-
nomic growth and efficient of use 
of resources, e.g. improvements 
in energy efficiency of vehicles 
and power plants, and the growth 
of inbound tourism and export 
industries. 

It also assesses impacts in 
terms of physical resources (miner-
als, water, timber, food stocks, etc), 
rather than in dollars and cents. 
(University of NSW economist 
Ted Trainer welcomed this differ-
ent approach as a realistic means of 
assessing the nation’s wealth. While 
noting that agriculture only accounts 
for three percent of US GDP, he 
commented laconically “If agricul-
ture wasn’t there, you’d all starve 
and then you’d realise how impor-
tant it was.”)

The report concludes that the 
smaller the nation’s future popula-
tion, the greater the average age of its 
citizens, resulting in higher costs for 
pensions and health care. However, 
it also notes that these costs could be 
defrayed by new career training of 
older citizens.

(This would, of course, require 
radically different behaviour by 
employers, who are only too keen 
to replace their older employees. 
The report also fails to point out that 
our productivity could already fund 
such cost increases, were it not for 
government expenditure on parasitic 
corporate welfare and preparations 
for aggressive warfare.)

The report acknowledges the 
many factors in the economic 
effects of various population 
sizes, but concludes that a smaller 
population size is more likely to 
improve the nation’s balance of 
trade while production of material 
goods is more efficient if popula-

tion increase and economic growth 
is more rapid

At the same time as looking at 
the economic questions, it expresses 
great concern about conflict between 
a force-fed market driven economy 
on the one hand, and conservation 
of scarce resources and the environ-
ment, on the other.

Unrestrained 
development 
unsustainable

The CSIRO scientists sound a 
particularly loud alarm about unre-
strained development on “…the loss 
of agricultural land, the decline of 
marine fish stocks and the depletion 
of domestic reserves of oil and gas”, 
and concludes that “… domestic oil 
resources may be effectively run dry 
by 2020 and … many of the coun-
try’s marine fisheries are already on 
the edge.”

They also warn that even assum-
ing a 50 to 100 percent reduction 
in greenhouse gas emissions, and 
the lowest population growth rate, 
(which produces the lowest emis-
sions) “…carbon dioxide levels 
track well away from the 1990 levels 
… used to benchmark each country 
for the international Kyoto protocol 
negotiations”

It concludes that reducing emis-
sions to an environmentally accept-
able level will require radically dif-
ferent approaches to restricting 
emission sources and to controlling 
our export industries, inbound inter-
national tourism and domestic con-
sumption.

On receipt of the report the gov-
ernment set up a five-member com-
mittee to assess its worth. The com-

mittee as a whole endorsed it as of 
major importance.

However, two of its members, 
business economists, dismissed it as 
flawed because, they said, it harked 
back to the first economic “mod-
els” of the 1940s, and particularly 
because it emphasised the costs, 
rather than the benefits, of the cur-
rent growth rate and system of pro-
duction.

But the CSIRO report implicitly 
acknowledges those benefits, which 
are defined in the assumed condi-
tions of expanding growth, as well 

as continuing liberal use of water, 
energy, and natural resources.

The government took eight 
months to release the report. The 
final chapter, which obviously raised 
questions of profound significance, 
was removed by the government. 
Finance Minister Nick Minchin says 
he respects the report’s authors, but 
believes that the market must be left 
to sort these matters out.

Govt leaves it to 
the markets

Bourgeois economists have con-
temptuously rejected the report, 
despite its deep scientific basis and 
rigorous approach. Their approach 
seems to be “Don’t worry if we 
use resources up. We can always 
find new supplies, or use something 
else.” 

They have also likened the report 
to the 1963 book Limits to Growth, 
whose predictions failed to eventuate 
fully as described by its authors, the 
“Club of Rome” scientists.

However, these criticisms miss 
the point – or deliberately evade it. 
Limits to Growth warned of dire con-
sequences if the nature and extent of 
global industrial production was not 
changed.

The outcome certainly differed 
from the book’s predictions, but this 
was because some changes did actu-

ally take place, and this in turn was 
at least partly due to the influence of 
the book. 

Limits to Growth’s short-
comings are used by the CSIRO 
report’s detractors as an argument 
against controlling the use of natu-
ral resources. This, however, ignores 
mounting evidence of the rapid 
depletion (and in some cases the 
exhaustion) of natural resources, for 
which no replacement has been or is 
likely to be found, and whose con-
servation desperately requires gov-
ernment control.

The CSIRO is now vastly bet-
ter informed than were the authors 
of Limits to Growth, who could 
not foresee the discovery of new 
resources, such as reserves of alu-
minium or natural gas, nor, for that 
matter, the terrible impact of global 
warming on the earth and its people.

Finite limits
There is, of course, a natural limit 

to sustainable population for Austra-
lia, and for the world. Obviously the 
planet couldn’t sustain a population 
that covered its entire surface.

However, the ultimate limit to 
population in any one country will 
depend not only on resource and 
environmental considerations, but 
also on its political-economic sys-
tem, given that some types of politi-
cal economy are more inclined to 
squander their resources, and to ruin 
their environment, than others.

In this respect the CSIRO report 
certainly has its limitations, particu-
larly its assumption that the mode of 
production will be essentially the 
same over the next 50 years, even 
allowing for improvements in tech-
nology.

However, in simply dealing with 
the physical effects of economic 
growth the authors have focussed a 
very strong spotlight on the crucial 
issue of ruin of the environment and 
loss of resources.

And in every area highlighted, 
the major culprits are the big agri-
businesses, extractive and manu-
facturing companies and their repre-
sentatives in conservative and social 
democrat governments.

A 1927 scientific paper con-
tained clear scientific proof of the 
link between land clearing and sali-
nation, that vast, insidious threat to 
our landscape and rural economy. 
Yet 75 years later the major agri-
business corporations are carrying 
out rapacious land clearing in the 
Australian outback, and neither of 
the major parties has lifted a finger 
to stop them. 

The Howard Government used a 
paltry part of the proceeds from the 
partial sale of the nation’s communi-
cations system to carry out a pathetic 
manual tree planting program – and 
then claimed loudly that it was deal-
ing with Australia’s environmental 
problems.

Australia’s fishery stocks have 
been depleted by long-line drag fish-
ing by the multinational corporation 
fishing fleets, as well as by problems 
such as damage to fish spawning 
grounds by effluent and farm fer-
tiliser run-off. Little has been done 
about this. The government seems 
more concerned with harassing 
desperate asylum seekers than with 
policing illicit fishing in Australian 
waters

Bush fires …
Global warming is resulting in 

disastrous change in weather pat-
terns, with catastrophic floods, 
droughts, early and extensive bush 
fires, and rising sea levels. Despite 
this, attempts to remedy the pro-
cess have been resisted by the 
leaders of the world’s richest capi-
talist nations, and by their econo-
mists who argue against imposing 
restrictions to control greenhouse 
gas emissions.

Around the world multinational 
companies continue to pollute the 
environment, and the average air 
and sea temperatures continue to 
rise. Vast coastal areas, indeed 
entire nations, are threatened with 
inundation.

Australia’s great coastal cities 
are coated with outback dust and the 
ash from thousands of acres of burn-
ing forests, farms and homes. Ten 
percent of the Great Barrier Reef 
has died and bleached over the last 
four years, and some say that if the 
current trends continue it has only 
another 30 years left to go.

But the Howard Government, 
like its US counterpart, continues to 
oppose signing the Kyoto protocol, 
the bare minimum necessary to begin 
dealing with global warming. 

The matters raised by the CSIRO 
in this report are crucial to the well 
being for Australian citizens and 
their descendants.

They are far too important to 
leave to the leadership of big busi-
ness, and their compliant represen-
tatives in national government. To 
save the nation and the planet the 
current leadership, and the current 
system of political economy, must 
be replaced.  J

MAGAZINE

Australian scientists 
sound grim warning

Australia’s Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial 
Research Organisation (CSIRO) recently completed a dra-
matic new study of issues that will have major implications 
for Australia’s future.
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by Vinnie Molina*
The international guests 

included Daniel Ortega of the Nica-
raguan FSLN, Walid Ahmed of the 
Palestine Liberation Organisation 
(DFLP), and several other dele-
gates from the Workers’ Party (PT) 
and the Communist Party of Brazil, 
as well as representatives from the 
elected government of Lucio Guti-
erres of Ecuador.

Comrade Elba Maldonado, Gen-
eral Secretary of the host party, the 
Guatemalan National Revolution-
ary Unity (URNG), highlighted in 
her closing speech the challenges 

for the left in Latin America and the 
Caribbean. She extended best wishes 
to Brazilian President Lula da Silva, 
pioneer of the Sao Paulo Forum, and 
the elected President of Ecuador 
Lucio Gutierrez.

Delegates expressed their soli-
darity with the Cuban revolution in 
its struggle against the US imperi-
alism and demanded the release of 
the five heroic Cuban prisoners of 
the empire.

They also extended militant mes-
sages of support to the struggle of 
Venezuelan President Hugo Chavez 
and the people of Palestine.

The Benito Juarez prize was 
awarded to President Yasser Arafat of 
Palestine for his efforts towards peace. 
Walid Ahmed received the prize on 
behalf of the Palestinian people.

The next Sao Paulo Forum will 
be in Ecuador in 2003.

Delegates to the Forum analysed 
the terrible effects of neoliberal global-
isation in the region. They sent a strong 
message rejecting the America’s Free 
Trade Agreement, AFTA, and the pro-
posed Puebla – Panama Agreement.

These agreements are against the 
interests of the Latin American work-
ing class. They undermine the sover-
eignty of and impose unfair condi-
tions on the weaker economies.

Some of the workshops held dur-
ing the forum discussed the horrible 
effects of racism and discrimination 
against the Indigenous peoples in 
Latin America.

Racism is a product of capitalism 
and is used world-wide to divide the 
working class.

The international delegates from 
the US, Puerto Rico, Europe, Asia and 
Australia also denounced the discrimi-
nation and racist treatment of migrants 
and refugees, as well the poor living 

conditions of the Indigenous peoples 
in those parts of the world.

One of the best attended work-
shops dealt with the role of left polit-
ical parties, NGOs and the social 
movement.

The successful alliances that won 
elections in Brazil and Ecuador as 
well other international experiences 
called for broad alliances from all 
sectors of society.

Such alliances must include a 
range of political expressions – some 
that we might not agree with – all 
united with the common aim of win-
ning a new type of government that 
offers an alternative for the people.

The gender workshop looked 
at the important contribution of 

women in the struggle for a new 
type of government. It is an imper-
ative and a strategic matter, for 
all left political parties seeking to 
change society to achieve gender 
equality at all levels, starting inside 
our own parties.

Finally, it was agreed to organise 
several continental actions against 
the proposed Puebla-Panama Agree-
ment and the America’s Free Trade 
agreement on February 15, 2003.

Worldwide actions against glo-
balisation will be coordinated 
towards the WTO meeting on Sep-
tember 10, next year.

* Vinnie Molina represented the 
Communist Party of Australia at 
the Forum.  J

A number of leading NGOs 
working on child health and nutri-
tion and other groups attempted 
to persuade UNICEF’s Executive 
Director Carol Bellamy to cancel 
the partnership with MacDonald’s, 
but the agency went ahead with it.

In sharp contrast to the profit-
driven aims of fast food chain 
McDonald’s, the United Nations 
Children’s Fund works “to save 
children’s lives and build chil-
dren’s futures” and is dedicated 
to the well-being, including good 
health and nutrition, of children 
everywhere.

Now UNICEF and McDonald’s 
have agreed, so UNICEF says, “to 

team up to raise money on behalf of 
the world’s children”.

“UNICEF offices will work 
directly with McDonald’s restau-
rants ... to raise funds and aware-
ness for children’s causes” in more 
than 100 countries.

So, does UNICEF now endorse 
fast food – or help McDonald’s 
sell products that make kids over-
weight? The answer in both cases, 
says UNICEF, is a categorical NO!

The disturbing nature of 
McDonald’s alliance with UNICEF 
is highlighted by the billboards in 
Austria and Italy which equate eat-
ing a hamburger with breastfeed-
ing.

Is eating a hamburger really as 
natural and health-promoting as 
breast feeding? Can you imagine an 
image less compatible with the mis-
sion of UNICEF, with its history of 
promoting breastfeeding?

Three years ago, in 1999, UNI-
CEF’s Executive Director, Carol 
Bellamy, warned that “it is danger-
ous to assume that the goals of the 
private sector are somehow syn-
onymous with those of the United 
Nations, because most emphatically 
they are not.”

Has Carol Bellamy changed her 
mind?

Readers are urged to write to 
Carol Bellamy UNICEF, urging Bel-
lamy to annul the agreement with 
McDonalds.

Write to: UNICEF House,
3 UN Plaza, New York,
NY 10017, USA; or
fax: +1 212 326 7758; or 
cbellamy@unicef.org  J

Comrade Vinnie(right) congratulated comrade Wallid

INTERNATIONAL

Every year, November 20 commemorates the anniversary of the 
United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child. On Novem-
ber 20, 2002, the World Child Rights Day was rebranded into 
“McDonalds’s World Children’s Day”, to celebrate the Alliance 
between UNICEF, which promotes the best interests of the child, 
and McDonald’s.

The XI Forum of Sao Paulo
More than 1000 delegates from 46 countries took part in three 
days of discussions and deliberations on crucial issues facing 
Latin America, the Caribbean and the world. The Sao Paulo 
Forum was held in Antigua, Guatemala, from December 2-4.

UNICEF’s Big Mac Alliance
by Susan Webb

Calling the administration’s 
approach “provocative”, Democrat 
Rep. Jim McDermott told the Peo-
ple’s Weekly World, “They are look-
ing for a pretext to invade Iraq”. 
McDermott, who visited Iraq this 
[US] autumn with two other Con-
gressmen, said he believed the Iraqis 
were “playing it pretty safe” and 
complying with UN terms.

What the administration really 
wants, McDermott charged, is a 
regime change in Iraq, which would 
put the US in effective control of 
the country.

Contradicting Bush, UN Sec-
retary-General Kofi Annan said on 
December 3 that Iraq’s co-operation 
with inspectors had been good so 
far, and chief UN weapons inspec-
tor Hans Blix also said Iraq had not 
obstructed his teams.

“I think we have started in the 
manner we expected and we have 
not had any impediments in the vis-
its of plants”, Blix said.

Nevertheless, the Bush adminis-
tration is waging a public relations 
campaign to justify a unilateral war 
on Iraq.

William Hartung, director of 
the World Policy Institute’s Arms 
Trade Resource Center, noted the 
Bush administration’s attempt to 
use the “no fly zones” as an excuse 
for war, even though these zones, a 
US-British creation, are not part of 
any UN resolutions.

Ever eager to follow Bush, Brit-
ain’s Blair Government on Decem-
ber 1 issued a dossier on Saddam 
Hussein’s human rights violations, 
implying that this could justify an 
attack on Iraq.

This sparked accusations of 
political opportunism from human 
rights groups who accused the gov-
ernment of failing to speak out about 
abuses in numerous countries allied 
to the West, and Labour members 
of Parliament charged the govern-
ment was “softening up” the public 
for war.

Hartung said the Bush adminis-
tration is enamoured of the idea of 
being able to reshape the globe as 

they see fit, and Iraq is a test case. 
But war is not a “done deal”, he told 
the People’s Weekly World, saying if 
inspectors can continue their work 
without interference from the US, 
this can delay a war.

“Our best hope to prevent war is 
a major turnout at peace demonstra-
tions in the coming days and pressure 
on Congress”, said Hartung.

Global Policy Forum executive 
director James Paul, whose organ-
isation has consultative status at 
the UN, told the People’s Weekly 
World most UN ambassadors and 
non-governmental organisations are 
“extremely dubious” about the US 
role regarding Iraq.

The Security Council is expect-
ing the US to respond to Iraq’s dec-
laration by claiming its own intelli-
gence proves Iraq is violating UN 
resolutions, Paul said. But he expects 
the Security Council will insist on 
sending inspectors to check on any 
US claims.

The US is still to some extent 
constrained by international public 
opinion, he said, and other govern-
ments are “trying to hold the giant 
down”.

Paul noted that France, China and 
Russia have strong material interests 
in not having a war with Iraq. All three 
have oil fields there that they want to 
keep, he said, noting that China, with 
its expanding economy, expects to be 
importing a huge amount of oil in 10 
to 15 years.

In a joint statement in Beijing, 
December 2, Russian President 
Vladimir Putin and Chinese Presi-
dent Jiang Zemin called for a peace-
ful settlement of the Iraq crisis.

Chinese and Russian officials 
stressed their commitment to a “multi-
polar” world and declared their faith 
in the United Nations Security Coun-
cil and their opposition to “unilateral 
action” by any country.

People’s Weekly World, paper of 
The Communist Party USA,
Dec 7 (abridged).
The author can be reached at 
suewebb@pww.org
For full text visit:
http://www.pww.org  J

Although UN teams continued unimpeded weapons inspections, 
turning up no signs that Iraq is producing or stockpiling weapons 
of mass destruction, President Bush claimed these results were 
“not encouraging” and cast doubt on the entire inspection pro-
cess. Bush belittled the inspections on December 4, referring to 
them disparagingly as “hide and seek”.

Inspections proceed, 
Bush presses war

McBaby
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USA: Trade unions in the United States reacted angrily when 
leading investment bank Morgan Stanley issued advice to 
shareholders telling them to pull their money out of unionised 
firms and those that had pension plans. A research note from 
the analysts said: “Look for the union label … and then run 
the other way.” It also described pension plans as “toxic for 
shareholders” and that union firms are more likely to provide 
retirement and health benefits that could eat into corporate 
profits. “Rigidity in labour costs, processes and pension re-
quirements, while perhaps beneficial to employees, may prove 
toxic to shareholders.” Union leaders accused the company of 
giving irresponsible advice and failing to warn of the collapse 
of anti-union companies like Enron, WorldCom and Tyco.

FIJI: A treason trial in Suva over the 2000 coup heard that the 
plotters had received weapons from the Israeli ambassador 
in Fiji. Sophisticated machine guns made in Israel gave the 
plotters an edge over the rest of the uniformed forces in Fiji.

SOUTH KOREA: Thousands of outraged Koreans mounted 
daily protests outside US military bases after the acquittal of 
two US soldiers in the deaths of two Korean schoolgirls. The 
two 13-year-olds had been crushed under a US armoured 
vehicle while walking to a birthday party on a country road. 
South Korean protestors have expressed their outrage at 
the acquittals, saying that the army court-martial procedures 
were rigged. The trial’s outcome confirmed the widespread 
view that US military courts unfairly favour US military per-
sonnel accused of crimes against Koreans. Korean Ministry 
of Justice reports that 7381 crimes committed by US troops 
between 1990 and 2001 attracted “very light punishment”.

TURKEY: More than a hundred organisations came together 
to organise an anti-war demonstration in Istanbul on Decem-
ber 1. Part of worldwide protests opposing US aggression 
against Iraq, the demonstration in Istanbul and actions in other 
major cities showed the popular sentiment against the war.

USA: The Roman Catholic Archdiocese of Boston is 
likely to declare bankruptcy as a way to grapple with 
the hundreds of pending lawsuits filed against the 
church in the crisis involving sexual abuse by members 
of the clergy, a senior adviser to the archdiocese said.

GERMANY: German police mistakenly beat up their own 
undercover detectives when a demonstration turned violent 
in the northern city of Hamburg. Police were monitoring a 
rally of some 3000 people protesting against the demolition of 
squatters’ homes when the violence began. Several hundred 
helmet-clad riot police clashed with the protestors, including 
plain-clothes officers who had been shoved into the centre of 
the crowd. The officers had tried to identify themselves with a 
password, but communication efforts failed and riot police beat 
their colleagues with batons, leaving two with head injuries.

INTERNATIONAL

by John Bailey
The rally was attended by tens 

of thousands of enthusiastic Turk-
ish and Kurdish citizens. Most were 
young workers and students.

The original Communist Party of 
Turkey was founded in 1920 during 
the War of Independence. However, 
the founders of the party were mas-
sacred while on their way to Ankara. 
This horrific event ushered in 81 
years of repression and many years 
of illegal struggle for the Party.

In November 2001, during the 
6th Congress the Party of Socialist 
Power as it was called at the time, 
changed its name to the Communist 
Party of Turkey. Since then the party 
has seen a huge growth in member-
ship and influence in the political life 
of Turkey.

It is now an open and legal 
party struggling against capitalism 
despite the fact that there is a ban 
which forbids parties with a name 
that includes “communist” standing 
in elections. However, the Commu-
nist Party of Turkey participated in 

local elections in a small town near 
Izmir and received over five per cent 
of the vote.

The Party defied the government 
and stood as the Communist Party of 
Turkey in the recent national elec-
tions and is challenging the ban in 
the Constitutional Court.

It has so much support among the 
workers and students that it is confi-
dent of winning its challenge to the 
ban on the use of the word “commu-
nist” in elections.

The reasons for the popularity of 
the Communist Party of Turkey are 
not hard to find. It is the only party 
that has policies that will benefit the 
vast majority of Turkish and Kurd-
ish people.

During the recent election cam-
paign the Party stood alone on the 
question of foreign and domes-
tic debt. While all the other parties 
talked about “managing” the debt the 
Communist Party declared that there 
is a simple solution to this problem. 
If elected to power the Party would 
not pay the debt.

Paying a debt, they claim, would 
only lead to a continuation of the high 
unemployment rate and deep poverty 
that exists in the country. According 
to the Party the debts have been “man-
aged” at the expense of the Turkish 
and Kurdish people and the “lenders” 
have been more than compensated for 
their original loans.

In fact, the loans only benefited 
the local bourgeoisie and were never 
invested in the interests of the people. 
In reality the Turkish and Kurdish peo-
ple did not borrow the money -- so why 
should they have to pay it back?

Other policies that have won 
support include the Party’s oppo-
sition to the USA’s plans to attack 
Iraq, solidarity with the Palestin-
ian and Cuban people, opposition 
to Turkey being incorporated into 
the EU and proposals regarding the 
environment.

The Communist Party of Turkey 
stands for a socialist transformation 
of Turkish society and the emanci-
pation of its people. Turkey now 
has a clear alternative to the politi-
cal quagmire it has been trapped in 
under capitalism.

The Turkish and Kurdish peo-
ple are showing their delight at this 
development by joining the party in 
their thousands.  J

October 29 was the anniversary of the foundation of the Republic 
of Turkey and an important day. It was also important for another 
reason. On that day the first legal Communist election rally was 
held in Kadikoy Square, one of the most important squares in 
Istanbul.

Turkey
Thousands turn to Communist Party

Jose Maria Sison, the founding 
chairman of the Communist Party 
of the Philippines, is the only revo-
lutionary leader who is specifically 
targetted as an individual.

This substantially increases the 
risk that judicial and police action 
will be taken against him in the Neth-
erlands, where he resides as a politi-
cal refugee.

He may even be arrested and 
extradited to the United States or to 
the Philippines, and his life may be 
in danger.

The National Democratic Front 
of the Philippines (NDFP), the 
New Communist Party Netherlands 
(NCPN) and the Workers’ Party of 
Belgium have jointly launched an 
international appeal to remove Pro-
fessor Jose Maria Sison from the 
EU’s list of “terrorists”.

“We are convinced that we have 
to intensify and better coordinate our 
efforts to defend the rights of Com-
rade Sison”, said Baudouin (Deck-
ers), from the Political Bureau of the 
Workers’ Party of Belgium.

“That is the only way to win this 
battle against the terrorist measures 
that US imperialism, followed by 
European imperialism, is increas-
ingly applying against communist 
and revolutionary forces”, (Deck-
ers) said.

“These attacks mean that all 
forces who wage a principled fight 
against imperialism and who prop-
agate the communist cause are 
directly threatened.”

With the help of a European team 
of human rights lawyers, Jose Maria 
Sison is starting a procedure before 
the Court of the European Commu-

nity in Luxemburg against his being 
labelled a “terrorist”.

This may well become a landmark 
case, as its results may show how far 
legal action can help to remove other 
revolutionary organisations from the 
EU’s “terrorist” list.

Communist members of the 
European Parliament have signed 
a protest letter to the Dutch Prime 
Minister.

Several communist parties have 
taken an active part in protest actions 
in front of Dutch and US embassies 
and in front of the European Union 
offices, in fora and conferences and 
in the setting up of DEFEND Com-
mittees. Some have given financial 
assistance.

Individuals and organisations 
are urged you to send a solidarity 
message to Jose Maria Sison

joma-inps@wanadoo.nl
For information and details of 

the appeal, please visit:
www.defendsison.be  J

Campaign to free Jose Maria Sison
On October 28, toeing the line of the United States, the Council of 
the European Union decided to put Jose Maria Sison and the New 
People’s Army (NPA) on the European list of “terrorists”.

Global briefs

The campaign will continue 
across the country until the Vajpayee 
Government reverses its anti-
national policies or is forced to quit.

Held under the banner of the 
Democratic Youth Federation of India 
(DYFI) and the Students Federation 
of India (SFI), the march started from 
Ramlila Maidan at 11am.

The marchers were from the 
southernmost state of Kerala to the 

northernmost Jammu and Kashmir. 
The Bengal and Kerala contingents 
were wearing special white caps.

The diversity of the nation was 
reflected, not only in terms of partic-
ipation but in the different languages 
of the slogans.

The march culminated into a 
public meeting at Jantar Mantar 
which was addressed among oth-
ers, by speakers from the Commu-

nist Party of India (M), the DYFI 
and SFI.

They called on the youth and stu-
dents of the nation to team up with 
the people in ridding the nation of the 
most corrupt, communal Vajpayee 
Government, the only way in which 
the nation can be saved and changed 
for a better tomorrow.

They stressed that this struggle 
for “education for all and jobs for 
all” is a long one which needs to car-
ried on vigorously and that the youth 
and students must be in the fore-
front to defeat the efforts of fascists 
to divide the nation over caste and 
communal lines.

Ganashakti Newspaper, 
Communist Party of India (M) 
(abridged)  J

India
Huge youth protests
“Shiksha Aur Rozgaar – Hamaara Maulik Adhikaar”, “Desh Ko 
Bechnaa Bandh Karo”, “Unite Against Communalism and Ter-
rorism”, “Oust This Shameless Govt” – such slogans rent the air 
at Parliament Street as thousands of students and youth from 
across the country held a massive and colourful “March To Par-
liament” on November 21 to lodge their protest against the anti-
youth, anti-student policies of the Vajpayee Government.
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WORTH WATCHING               

This is the final Worth Watch-
ing for the year, so it will cover 
more than one week. As a 
result, the comments on indi-
vidual films will be a bit on the 
skimpy side!

We begin with the Reformation, 
the beginning of the end for feu-
dalism. The two-part documentary 
series Empires: Martin Luther (SBS 
7.30pm Sundays December 15 and 
22) credits it all to Martin Luther. In 
fact, the Reformation was driven by 
economic pressures, but unlike pre-
vious reformers like Jan Hus, Martin 
Luther’s arguments were able to be 
disseminated by the newly invented 
printing press.

Luther’s attack on the corrupt 
institution of the Church was con-
ducted under the protection of his 
local Prince, Frederick the Wise. 
But as the Reformation overturned 
the thousand-year hegemony of the 
Church and expanded into a move-
ment for social freedom, Luther 
found himself overwhelmed by the 
pace of change, and left vainly pro-
testing that his followers should be 
concerning themselves with God.

The Farm (ABC 9.00pm 
Sundays December 15, 22 

and 29) was previously screened as 
a two-part mini-series. It has now 
been re-cut as a three-part series. 
The story of the pressures on a mar-
riage, a family and a rural commu-
nity as they struggle to combat the 
economy, the climate and the busi-
ness practices of the mid-1980s, 
The Farm was written by Judith 
Colquhoun and David Phillips and 
directed by Kate Woods.

It’s a good, strong drama with 
a cast that includes: Greta Scacchi, 
Colin Friels, Melissa Jaffer and Mark 
Priestley, but it never really questions 
whether farming should be such a 
business-driven struggle in which 
only the banks are the winners.

The Durack family could 
probably make some obser-

vations on that score: they went from 
being among the first of Australia’s 
great cattle kings and then losing the 
lot. They moved into the Kimberleys 
in the 19th century, claiming as their 
own a chunk of land the size of Bel-
gium from which they simply dis-
possessed the original inhabitants.

Durack Dreaming (The Duracks) 
on Dynasties (ABC 8.00pm Monday 
16 December 2002) 

Life has come full circle. When 
the Duracks visit the last of their for-
mer properties they are guests on 
land returned to the local Aboriginal 
community – previously Durack sta-
tion workers.

Mind you, I suspect the ABC’s 
write-up is not quite accurate: “We 
meet the Duracks who grew to love 
the harsh land, and the station work-

ers, who remember with fondness 
the old white fella bosses.”

I’ll bet they do!

In Chechnya: Greetings From 
Grozny on The Cutting Edge 

(SBS 8.30pm Tuesday December 
17) “rebels” in the forest of Chech-
nya reveal that they video their 
attacks “because they are paid by 
their commanders if they can prove 
they have killed soldiers”. Despite 
being thus exposed as common 
mercenaries, the program insists on 
presenting them as freedom fighters 
resisting the “Russian invasion”.

One Night The Moon (ABC 
8.30pm Wednesday, 18 

December) is a splendid and highly 
unusual Australian drama in music 
(musical gives totally the wrong idea 
of its nature and impact).

Written and directed by Rachel 
Perkins (with a dedication at the end 
to Charles Perkins), it is based on the 
1997documentary Black Tracker. A 
child goes missing on an outback 
property in the ’30s, but her father, 
the owner of the property, won’t 
allow any Aboriginal blacktrackers 
on his land.

With minimum dialogue the film 
presents a mature exploration of per-
sonal relations, racism, the dignity 
and despair of an oppressed people. 
And “the loneliness of the women of 
the bush” that Lawson used to write 
about with such feeling.

In fact, one would like to see 
this director tackle Lawson, on the 
strength of this little film (it’s only 
an hour long).

The cast is excellent, especially 
Kaarin Fairfax as the mother and 
Kelton Pell as the Aboriginal tracker, 
Albert. He can convey a lot with a 
minimum of gesture.

My only quibble is with the 
vocals for the songs: the words are 
fine, the music is fine, the senti-
ment is fine. But why, oh why, does 
a film set in Australia in the 1930s 
have all its songs (except those by 
the Aboriginal characters) presented 
with American Country & Western-
influenced accents?

Stage Door (ABC 3:30pm 
Saturday December 21) 

began life as a Broadway play, by 
Edna Ferber and George S Kaufman 
no less. The story of the trials and 
tribulations, hopes and aspirations 
of a group of people living in a theat-
rical boarding house, it had its share 
of laughs and tears and melodrama.

For the film version, made in 
1937, “screenwriters Morrie Rys-
kind and Anthony Veiller added 
a great deal of snap, crackle, pop 
dialogue which director Gregory 
La Cava then turned into a superb 
comedy-drama peopled by some of 
the best young talent and character 
actors then working in Hollywood” 
(Los Angeles County Museum of 
Art, 1977).

Amongst the talented cast are 
Katharine Hepburn, Ginger Rodgers, 
Lucille Ball, Eve Arden, Ann Miller, 
Adolphe Menjou and Gail Patrick.

The 1998 BBC2 adaptation of 
Charles Dickens’ last com-

pleted novel, Our Mutual Friend 
begins a return season in this period 
(ABC 10.45pm Sundays from 22 
December).

A powerful satire on the corrupt-
ing power of greed for wealth, Our 
Mutual Friend is a typical Dicken-
sian vision of a class-divided Lon-
don. The contrasting worlds of the 
boat people, who earn an unwhole-
some living from the river and what 
floats in it, and the superficial world 
of society, with its endless round of 
breakfasts and dinners.

It is about money, and the beauty 
and lifestyle it can provide as well 
as the misery and corruption it can 
cause. Paul McGann, Anna Friel, 
David Morrissey and Steven Mack-
intosh star in a very well filmed 
adaptation.

For every intact coral reef, 
there is one poisoned with 

cyanide, blown apart by dynamite, 
bleached by a rise in sea tempera-
tures or smothered in oil. For every 
shellfish alive in our reefs there are 
hundreds lying dead on a trinket 
shop counter and for every bowl of 
shark-fin soup in a restaurant, a pile 
of mutilated sharks lie on a sea bed 
– some still alive.

That’s the grim picture that 
emerges from Richard Morecroft 
Goes Wild: Deep Trouble (ABC 
6.00pm Saturday, 28 December) 
which, unlike other propgrams in 
this timeslot, is concerned with the 
multitude of man-made problems 
that lie beneath the surface of our 
oceans, a majority of them caused 
by commercial fishing and the need 
to satisfy the world’s consumption 
of seafood.

With examples from all over the 
world, Deep Trouble takes a close 
look at the methods and attitudes 
involved in the commercial fishing 
of our reefs and deep seas. It high-
lights the unfortunate plight of much 
of our marine life that simply gets in 
the way of this huge industry.

Florence Nightingale, the 
Lady With the Lamp of 

Arthur Mee’s Children’s Encyclo-
paedia and countless other uplifting 
volumes, was a ruthlessly ambitious 

reactionary, who had no interest in 
nursing.

It’s not news, of course. It has 
been known for a very long time, 
but it is seldom noted, so the leg-
end lives on. Florence Nightingale: 
Iron Maiden, screening on As It 
Happened (SBS 7.30pm Saturday 
December 28) might begin to cor-
rect the record at last.

She was strong willed and capa-
ble, and administrator rather than a 
nurse, in a time when women were 
thought incapable of administering 
anything except a house. Nursing 
was what was available, so she stud-
ied nursing.

She arrived at the Scutari hospi-
tal in Constantinople in 1854 with a 
band of 38 nurses to find shocking 
conditions: four miles of vermin-
infested corridors crammed with 
soldiers stricken with dysentery, 
typhoid, cholera, frostbite and diar-
rhoea. But Florence wasn’t inter-
ested in nursing, she had bigger plans 
– indeed, her sister wrote: “Florence 
is a shocking nurse”.

Crucially what she did was to 
cut through the bureaucratic mess at 
Scutari and completely overhaul the 
running of the hospital.

Not long after her return, Night-
ingale had a nervous breakdown. She 
took to her bed for 11 years, becom-
ing a virtual recluse.

However, she worked tirelessly 
from her bed, using her influence to 
radically reform hygiene in the Army 
and hospitals. It was only later that 
she turned her attention to nursing 
and set up the Nightingale School 
of Nursing at St Thomas’ Hospital, 
London.

But her radicalism didn’t extend 
to women – when nurses cam-
paigned for a system of professional 
registration, Nightingale fiercely 
opposed them. She also opposed 
votes for women.

The superb eight-part series 
Evolution, tracing the his-

tory and science of Darwin’s the-

ories, returns by popular demand 
to leaven the mixture of sport 
and “family viewing” that floods 
the screen over the holidays (SBS 
7.30pm Thursdays).

Evolution is also the subject 
of The Monkey Trial (SBS 

7.30pm Friday, January 3) tells 
the story of the extraordinary trial 
in 1925 of John Scopes in Tennessee 
for teaching evolution.

At the time, the fledgling Ameri-
can Civil Liberties Union(ACLU) 
was looking for a cause, and seized 
on a Tennessee law that forbade 
the teaching of evolution. Since 
the state’s official biology textbook 
included an explanation of evolu-
tion, no one expected the law to be 
enforced.

Nevertheless, the ACLU saw the 
law as an attack on free speech and 
ran ads in local papers looking for 
a teacher who would be willing to 
challenge the law. Faced with clos-
ing mines and tough times in their lit-
tle town, Dayton’s leaders thought a 
court case would bring attention (and 
business) to their town.

They persuaded football coach 
and part-time biology teacher John 
Scopes to be arrested and tried for 
teaching evolution. The Scopes 
Monkey Trial, as it came to be 
known, was the first major media 
event in US history.

Media hype aside, the trial pit-
ted science against religion. Unfor-
tunately, three quarters of a century 
later, there are states in the US where 
evolution cannot be taught without 
the biblical version of creation being 
taught alongside it.

The great US scientist Carl 
Sagan said once, in what one can 
now see were the more enlightened 
’sixties, “Evolution is not a theory; 
it is a fact.”

Clarence Darrow, the great 
defence lawyer, offered his services 
free of charge. The prosecutor was 
an equally famous orator, lawyer 
and Democrat politician, William 
Jennings Bryan.

“All the ills from which America 
suffers”, said Bryan, “can be traced to 
the teaching of evolution”. Scientists 
called by Darrow were not allowed to 
testify in defence of evolution.

Even John Butler, the Bap-
tist legislator who drafted the law, 
objected: “The judge ought to give 
’em a chance to tell what evolution 
is”, he said. “I believe in being fair 
and square and American. Besides, I 
would like to know what evolution 
is myself!”

A frustrated Darrow finally 
called the prosecutor, Bryan, as a 
witness for the defence!  J

Rob Gowland
previews

national public
television programs

Sun  December 15 ~

Sat January 4

Salt shake-up – on location for the enviroment (Silent Flood)

SHAKE YOUR MARACA FOR CUBA
Dance Salsa, Merengue and Cuban Son at the ACFS 

farewell to the 2002 Brigadistas. Come along and learn to 
salsa with Miguel Cayazaya. The best party of the year will 

be danced away with Latin Band, MALEMBE.

7:30 pm Saturday 14 December 2002 Kulcha,
1st Floor, 13 South Tce, Fremantle

Tickets: $15
Bookings at BOCS Ticketing 9484 1133 or

online www.kulcha.com.au
Or ring the ACFS on

0419 942 045 (Michele) or 9328 6091(Diana)

Pass it on!
When you’ve finished this issue of The 

Guardian share it with someone else. Give 
it to a friend or workmate, leave it in the 

dentist’s or doctor’s waiting room, at the bus 
station, on the train, or give it to your local 

library or reading room.

Help The Guardian get around.
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The race card
My impression is that, when com-
menting on the racist views of Fred 
Nile and Pauline Hanson or giving 
voice to his own, the Prime Min-
ister chooses his words very care-
fully. It’s as if he prefers to lead a 
country where a certain level rac-
ism exists. Why would he? Even 
if he held racist beliefs himself, 
wouldn’t he want better for the 
nation he governs?

Capitalism encourages racism, to 
divide the working class and make 
it easier to exploit. An ostracised 
group, such as Lebanese or Muslim 
Australians, will have greater dif-
ficulty securing employment, and 
will tend to accept lower pay, thus 
depressing wages generally.

This antagonises the Anglo-Aus-
tralian workforce, fuelling further 
prejudice, but the antagonism is arti-
ficially kept alive by the news media, 
the entertainment industry, the police 
and mainstream politicians (Labor 
included), all strongly influenced or 
controlled by Capital.

I don’t see it as a conspiracy, I 
think it’s just the way the system 
works. Marx described a similar sit-
uation for immigrant Irish workers in 
19th century England.

Here the thermostat is turned 
up or down as needed: too much 
social cohesion is bad for business 
and calls for an undefined secu-
rity alert, an ASIO raid, or a round 

of old-fashioned “wog-bashing” in 
the yellow press; too much racism 
could cause riots or vandalism and 
puts private property at risk, not to 
mention exports to Asian or Muslim 
countries, and calls for a short-lived 
political and journalistic cry for sym-
pathy and tolerance.

The difference from the previ-
ous Labor regime is that this Gov-
ernment is playing the game much 
closer to the edge of the abyss, and 
while I’m sure Capital doesn’t give 
a hoot about the human costs, I can’t 
imagine it putting up with the risks to 
trade and investment the current pol-
ity engenders, even with the promise 
of a free trade agreement with the US 
or an industry-boosting war.

The Prime Minister may be about 
to find out who runs this country. 
Sadly, I suspect whoever succeeds 
him will continue to try to play the 
race card, albeit more carefully or 
cunningly.

Dr John Simpson
Townsville, QLD

Dangers facing the 
Chinese Communist 
Party

Peter Symon is right to draw 
attention to the dangers facing 
the Chinese Communist Party. 
(The Guardian, 27/11/02) But the 
main danger is not that arising 

out of the recruiting of “entrepre-
neurs” into the Party.

We know little about Chinese 
entrepreneurs, except that they have 
a lavish life style. We tend to equate 
them with our local capitalists.

But we don’t know what laws 
govern their business activity and 
what they give to the state in taxes. 
Is it five or 50 per cent?

In any case, beyond their lavish 
spending, there is little they can do 
with their money except reinvest it 
in China. They can’t stash it away in 
foreign banks. In effect they are con-
tributing to the growth of the Chinese 
economy.

Nor is it enough that the Party 
is recruiting members “mainly from 
workers, farmers, intellectuals and 
servicemen”. We know that this 
was the main source of members of 
the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union, but this, by itself, did not pre-
vent the counter-revolution.

A big danger for the Chinese 
Communist Party is that its cadres 
can be corrupted. It won’t be easy 
for them to maintain a modest life-
style, proper for a communist close 
to the masses, while comparing their 
contribution to society with that of a 
successful entrepreneur.

I would like the Guardian to keep 
us informed about two aspects.

Firstly, what is the content of the 
discussion about socialist principles 
and the way forward in China?

Is it only lip service being paid 
to Marxism-Leninism, while social-
ist principles are being quietly sub-
verted?

Secondly, are cadres being 
recruited mainly from the families 
of cadres, or are workers, farmers, 
intellectuals and servicemen being 
trained to reach the highest office of 
state and party service?

Bob Saltis
Adelaide, SA

In reply to Mike 
Head’s letter
(The Guardian 4/12/02)

I am an occasional Guardian 
contributor myself. I am no great 
Marxist theoretician nor, unlike 
Mr Head, am I an academic. I am 
a worker with a high school educa-
tion and a trade certificate.

But I feel, even with my limited 
“opinion” pieces, that I have a con-

tribution to make, and I’m always 
thrilled to see anything I’ve written 
in print.

Do I care who uses it? No. I 
would think it is far better for my 
work to reach as wide an audience 
as possible.

Obviously Mr Head doesn’t feel 
the same. I thought his article was 
great. Do I now sit here stewing 
over the fact that it was written by a 
Trotskyist? No.

Yet appears Mr Head would pre-
fer that his article was read only by 
Troskyists, that his work remained 
cloistered on an obscure website 
and spread no further, lest it fall into 
unclean hands.

It has always been said: if only 
those on the left spent as much 
energy attacking capitalism as they 
do attacking each other we would 
be much further down the road to 
socialism than we presently are.

Andrew Jackson
Sydney
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“Nuke
the Russkies”
I saw a program once about 
German scientists who went to 
the USSR at the end of WW2 
(the ones the Yanks didn’t get). 
A number of them had worked 
on the Soviet nuclear program, 
trying to develop an A-bomb 
before the US found an excuse 
to “nuke the Russkies”.

by Rob Gowland
One of these former German 

scientists (who had been awarded 
the Order of Lenin for his work on 
the Soviet bomb) freely admitted 
that they had received information 
from Soviet intelligence agents in 
the US nuclear program, but not 
until the Soviet program was well 
advanced.

He dismissed the information 
from Soviet spies, saying “it only 
saved us about six months over all, 

nothing more”. It was useful cor-
roboration, but otherwise insig-
nificant.

The Atom spies hysteria in the 
US was not really about weapons 
development. Nuclear weapons 
could not be kept a secret because 
the science was known. Numer-
ous countries have now developed 
nuclear weapons, by applying appro-
priate resources, not by having a spy 
in Los Alamos.

The hysteria in the US was 
whipped up for two other reasons: to 
destroy the remnants of Roosevelt’s 
New Deal and his whole “socialist” 
gang in the Democratic Party, and to 
create and maintain a Cold War para-
noia about a “Soviet threat”.

US authorities, and especially 
the Intelligence community, want 
you to believe however that it was 
just about espionage. And so we have 
As It Happened: Secrets, Lies And 
Atomic Spies (SBS 7.30pm Satur-
day January 4) which goes into 
great detail about how the vast Soviet 
spy ring was uncovered.

The program admits that Julius 
Rosenberg was at most a minor 
agent who played no significant 
role, while Ethel played no part in 
espionage activity. This was known 
to the US authorities, says the pro-
gram, because they were able to 
decode Soviet messages. Neverthe-
less, they still executed both Julius 
and Ethel, to maintain the hysteria 
and the paranoia.

The program supposedly lifts 
the lid on a top secret anti-Soviet 
US decoding operation, codenamed 
Verona. It claims physicist Ted Hall 
supplied the USSR with “the all-
important key to designing their first 
nuclear weapon”.

I don’t doubt that Hall and his 
wife Joan were Soviet intelligence 
agents and did great work under 
extremely difficult conditions to 

break the USA’s nuclear monopoly 
and prevent the nuclear war that US 
leaders wanted to unleash.

But I think the German scientist 
was right: the USSR would have got 
there almost as quickly without the 
help of its agents.

What I did find interesting was 
that the Vernona operation to break 
the Soviet codes began in 1943, 
while the Battle of Stalingrad was 

raging and the USSR was fighting 
the bulk of the Axis forces on its 
own. For many in the Pentagon, the 
real enemy was always the USSR.

According to the program, there 
were as many as 300 spies in the 
Soviet US spy ring! These included, 
of course, “top-level Roosevelt Cab-
inet members”. See, the New Deal, 
the Yalta Conference, all just part of 
a Commie plot.  J
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Jodie Patterson and Hilary Veale

SNAICC chairwoman Muriel 
Cadd says Indigenous communities 
nation-wide are being devastated as 
family breakdown and child remov-
als continue at appalling levels.

And she says that unless there is 
concerted action at a national level, 
“in a few years Australia will have 
another generation of Indigenous 
people regarding themselves as sto-
len, in search of their real families.”

Her warning comes after West 
Australian magistrate Sue Gordon, 
handing down her special report into 
Aboriginal violence and child abuse, 
said: “Without both Aboriginal men 
and women standing up and saying 
no more child abuse, the future for 
Aboriginal children will lie only in 
higher statistics of Aboriginal youth 
suicide or higher Aboriginal impris-
onment rates.”

Ms Cadd quotes a range of statis-
tics highlighting the disadvantage of 
Indigenous Australians. (The statis-
tics are taken from recent Australian 
Institute of Health and Welfare and 
Australian Bureau of Statistics):

* Indigenous children are still up 
to six times more likely than other 
children to be removed from their 
families.

* Despite the acceptance by gov-
ernment of the Indigenous Child 
Placement Principle, about 25 per 
cent of Indigenous children removed 
from their families are placed with 
non-Indigenous foster parents.

* Life expectancy remains 15 to 
20 years lower for Indigenous Aus-
tralians.

* Young Indigenous people are 
more likely to leave school early 
– 22 per cent had left school by age 
15, compared with 15 per cent for all 
young people.

* Unemployment rates for young 
Indigenous people are as high as 50 
per cent, with many of those working 
employed through the CDEP work-
for-the-dole scheme.

* More than half of all Indig-
enous households earn less than 
$40,000 a year.

* Indigenous families are 20 
times more likely to be homeless 
than non-Indigenous families.

* In 1995, 17 per cent of all Aus-
tralian households were living in 
unaffordable or overcrowded hous-
ing or both. By comparison, 38 per 
cent of Indigenous households were 
living in these conditions.

* Australian Institute of Crimi-
nology figures show young Indig-
enous people are 21.3 times more 
likely to be locked up than the gen-
eral population.

One of the most alarming is the 
fact that Indigenous children are 
still over six times more likely to 
be removed from their families and 
placed in protection.

And tragically about 25 per 
cent – or one in every four – 
Indigenous children removed are 
placed with non-Indigenous fos-
ter carers.

“In some Australian States as 
many as half of those Aboriginal 
or Torres Strait Islander children 
removed from home are still being 
placed into non-Aboriginal fos-
ter-care placements, while many 
notified cases of possible abuse or 
neglect are not even investigated”, 
Ms Cadd said.

End result
She says the end result will be 

another stolen generation – people 
left looking for and wondering about 
their real families.

The solution to the impending 
disaster, Ms Cadd and SNAICC 
say, is national action and a national 
policy.

“We need a commitment – all 
States and Territories and the Com-
monwealth need to work in part-
nership with SNAICC and local 
Indigenous communities to support 
Indigenous families to cope with 
the ongoing impact of generations of 
dispossession, poverty, family vio-
lence, unemployment and substance 
abuse”, she said.

“When SNAICC was formed 20 
years ago we highlighted the need for 
a national approach to child welfare. 
Twenty years on the same problems 
exist, with the States and Territories 
no closer to resolving the crisis in 
Australia’s eight separate systems of 
child protection.”

Federal Minister for Children 
and Youth Affairs Larry Anthony 
told the Koori Mail he believes there 
is scope for his Government to work 

co-operatively with the States and 
Territories on this issue.

To date, however, nothing has 
been done for this to begin.

And Ms Cadd says that Aborigi-
nal and Torres Strait Islander Com-
mission (ATSIC) also should be 
doing more to prevent family break-
down and child removal. So far, 
she says, SNAICC has been disap-
pointed that the peak Indigenous 
body had not acted on a national 
family policy.

“We are disappointed in ATSIC, 
who have basically left it to the new 
Commissioners elected this month 
[October] to deal with this issue”, 
she said.

“If ATSIC does not focus on 
children, it’s not focusing on 70 
per cent of the Indigenous popu-
lation, so that’s what they’ve got 
to do.”

Aside from the national policy, 
SNAICC has called for two other 
key issues. They are:

* Establishing broad, holistic and 
accessible Indigenous family support 
services in all Indigenous communi-
ties to provide practical parenting 
and family support, to prevent fam-
ily breakdown and reduce the num-
ber of Indigenous children removed 
from their families by State and Ter-
ritory welfare agencies.

* Making a national commitment 
to early childhood development by 
expanding the number of Multifunc-
tional Aboriginal Children’s Services 
(MACS) and other early childhood 
services to ensure all Indigenous chil-
dren have access to quality childcare 
and pre-school education.

Currently less than half of Aus-
tralia’s Indigenous children can get 
pre-school education – and that fig-
ure is falling.

“Our children will continue to 
face an uncertain and difficult future 
if we fail to respond to these basic 
issues”, Ms Cadd said.

Koori Mail  J
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Australia is facing another stolen generation. That’s the stark 
warning from Australia’s peak Indigenous child-welfare organ-
isation, the Melbourne-based Secretariat National Aboriginal 
Islander Child Care (SNAICC), as official figures reveal the depth 
of a crisis engulfing Indigenous Australia.

We face another disaster

BUSHSPEAK What the hell???
“I know the human being and 

fish can coexist peacefully.” Sagi-
naw, Michigan, 29/9/2000.

“The California crunch really 
is the result of not enough power-
generating plants and then not 
enough power to power the power 
of generating plants.” New York 
Times, 14/1/2001.

“Natural gas is hemispheric. I 
like to call it hemispheric in nature 
because it is a product that we can 

find in our neighbourhoods.” Austin, 
Texas, 20/12/2000.

“There’s an old saying in Ten-
nessee – I know it’s in Texas, proba-
bly in Tennessee – that says, fool me 
once, shame on shame on you. Fool 
me – you can’t get fooled again.” 
Nashville, Tennessee, 17/9/2002.

“Do you have blacks, too?” To 
Brazilian President Fernando Car-
doso, Washington DC, 8/11/2001.

“For a century and a half now, 

America and Japan have formed 
one of the great and enduring alli-
ances of modern times.” Tokyo, 
Japan, 18/2/2002.

“One of the interesting initiatives 
we’ve taken in Washington, D.C., is 
we’ve got these vampire-busting 
devices. A vampire is a-a cell deal 
you can plug in the wall to charge 
your cell phone.” Denver, Colorado, 
14/8/2001.

“You saw the president yes-

terday. I thought he was very for-
ward-leaning, as they say in diplo-
matic nuanced circles.” Referring to 
Russian President Vladimir Putin, 
Rome, 23/7/2001.

‘’I know what I believe. I will 
continue to articulate what I believe 
and what I believe – I believe what I 
believe is right.” Rome, 22/7/2001.

“I think if you know what you 
believe, it makes it a lot easier to 
answer questions. I can’t answer 
your question.” Reynoldsburg, 
Ohio, 4/10/2000.

“Neither in French nor in Eng-
lish nor in Mexican” – declining to 
answer reporters’ questions. Quebec 
City, Canada, 21/4/2001.

“I would have to ask the ques-
tioner. I haven’t had a chance to ask 
the questioners the question they’ve 
been questioning.” Austin, Texas, 
Jan. 8, 2001.

“They misunderestimated me.” 
Bentonville, Arkansas, 6/11/2000.

“Anyway, after we go out and 
work our hearts out, after you go out 
and help us turn out the vote, after 
we’ve convinced the good Ameri-

cans to vote, and while they’re at 
it, pull that old George W. lever, if 
I’m the one, when I put my hand on 
the Bible, when I put my hand on 
the Bible, that day when they swear 
us in, when I put my hand on the 
Bible, I will swear to not to uphold 
the laws of the land.” Toledo, Ohio, 
27/10/2000.

“That’s a chapter, the last chap-
ter of the 20th, 20th, the 21st century 
that most of us would rather forget. 
The last chapter of the 20th century. 
This is the first chapter of the 21st 
century.” Arlington Heights, Illinois, 
24/10/2000.

“I will have a foreign-handed 
foreign policy.” Redwood, Califor-
nia, 27/9/2000.

“Actually, I – this may sound a 
little West Texan to you, but I like 
it. When I’m talking about – when 
I’m talking about myself, and when 
he’s talking about myself, all of us 
are talking about me.” Hardball, 
31/5/2000.

“I think we agree, the past 
is over.” Dallas Morning News, 
10/5/2000. J


